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A STATEMENT BY HON. JAMES E. MURRAY 


To the Members of the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs: 

During the past + or 5 years there has been grave concern over the in- 
creasing alienation of Indian lands from trust status. I was keenly 
aware of the situation in my own State of Montana and was informed 
that a similar situation existed in other States. The major apprehen- 
sion is that decreases in the Indian land base will ser iously 1 impair the 
effective use of Indian tribal and individual trust land in terms of 
economic land units. 

Finding that detailed statistics on the extent of Indian trust land 
disposals were not available in Washington, I arranged for the formu- 
lation of a questionnaire which would provide the committee with 
the necessary data for more adequate study. On April 17, 1958, the 
questionnaire was sent to 52 agency offices and the tribal organizations 
of those agencies. 

On May 13, 1958, I requested the Secretary of the Interior to declare 
a moratorium on Indian trust land sales until such time as this com- 
mittee might complete its investigation of the situation and initiate 
recommendations for legislation or other measures. On May 28, 1958, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior Hatfield Chilson informed me that the 

requested moratorium would be in effect for the balance of the con- 

gressional session. The moratorium would not apply to the Klamath 
Reservation of Oregon because the trust status of all allotted lands 
would terminate there on August 13, 1958, and the termination law 
specifically provides for departmental assistance to these Indians in 
the sale of their heirship lands. 

The preliminary committee study elicited some of the most detailed 
statistical data that has been collected in recent years concerning 
Indian trust land. Tribal trust land increased by 1,213,307 .41 acres 
during the 10 years studied (1948-57), while individual trust land 
decreased by 3,307,217.38 acres, resulting in a net loss of 2,093,909.97 
acres of trust land to our Indian population. The greatest losses took 
place within the Billings and Aberdeen areas with “Billings alone ac- 
counting for a loss of over 1 million acres of individual Indian trust 
land. 

The study did not stop at this point but showed the various means 
by which the land was removed from trust status. Total acreage 
removed from individual trust (3.307,217.38) included lands that were 
sold to the tribes and presumably remained in trust status, thus not 
representing a direct loss to our Indian population. The prime ob- 
jective of this study concerned the individual acreage removed from ad 
trust status, so the statistics were refined to ine lude only “sales to fee” 
and “fee patent,” indicating complete removal from trust. Lands 
in these categories are individually owned trust lands. Under “sales 
to fee” the land is sold directly from trust status with the fee patent 
issued to the buyer. On the other hand, lands categorized as “fee 
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atent” are those for which the Indian owner was issued a fee patent. 
™ both cases the Bureau of Indian Affairs’ responsibility ceases with 
issuance of the patent. During the 10-year period studied (1948-57), 
2,595,413.66 acres of individual trust land were completely removed 
from all trust status. After subtracting the land acreage in the cate- 
gory of “takings for public purposes,” the figure emerges as 2,174,- 
Pi 85 acres removed from individual trust status through actions 

‘ approvals of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Therefore, at the 
cute the questionnaire verified two major points: (1) An alarming 
acreage of individual Indian trust land has been removed from that 

-ategory during the 10-year period and (2) “takings for public pur- 
poses” and “sales to tribes” were not the m: jor areas of removal. After 
dividing the period under study into two 5-year segments I found 
that while 804,763.84 acres were removed from 1948 to 19! 52, inclusive, 
the period from 1953 to 1957 alone shows 1,790,649.82 acres were 
removed. This shows that my concern at the outset of this study 
was well founded—individual Indian trust land alienation is climbing 
at a potentially disastrous rate. The statistics by year for Indian 
trust land removed from that status are as follows: 


acids: aren eiceae ie A 157, 919. 89 | 1956___._._.__ 235, 627. 72 
in ie ace. 2st 10062 302, 650. 44 | 1957__---____ 287, 815. 36 
We sets 100, 546. 84 | 1954__-______ 575, 778. 41 
| 295, 000. 64 | 1955_.__-___- 388, 777. 89 


The magnitude of these removals raises a question as to whether 
the Indian Bureau has exercised its authority wisely in granting so 
many applications for sales and patents. Has the Bureau fully con- 
sidered the possible adverse effects on both the tribe and individuals 
in each case? I feel this question can only be satisfactorily answered 
by further investigation of the committee. 

One of the important aspects of the Indian land problem concerns 

“key tracts” generally considered Indian trust lands, which, if sold, 
would reduce the value and use of surrounding Indian trust land. 
In view of the fact that sale of key tracts has a direct and important 
bearing on the entire Indian land problem, the inadequacy of the 
Bureau returns were quite discouraging. Major problems encoun- 
tered on this point were: (1) Lack of clarity in the Bureau returns, 
(2) varied understanding as to the meaning of the term “key tract” 
by Bureau officials, (3) lack of sufficient returns from the tribes, and 
(4) confusion over the responsibilities of Bureau versus tribal per- 
sonnel. Answers to various questions on the subject such as “* * * 
since 1953 there were not very many,” are impossible of interpreta- 
tion. However, as stated in the Library of Congress analysis “* * * 
a much clearer picture is needed of the problem and methods of ascer- 
taining accurate data from which a more conclusive analysis can be 
made.” I suggest the committee use this information as the basis for 
future consideration of the problem. 

Another aspect concerning the general land problems of our Indians 
concerns those Federal lands acquired since 1930 for the use and 
benefit of our Indian population. As you know, part of our ques- 
tionnaire was intended to develop not only the total acreage of such 
lands still in Federal ownership but how much is actually being used 
for the benefit of Indians at this time. There are 529,991.17 acres 
of such land now set aside for the Indians, and of this acreage 389,- 
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640.80 acres are currently being used by our Indian population, leaving 
. balance of 140,350.37 acres not being used expressly for the Indians’ 
nefit. 

I would like to call the committee’s attention to the very evident 
interest on the part of some Indian tribes in the subject of disposal 
from trust status of individual Indian lands. A fairly large segment 
of tribes have real-estate committees which are either vested with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate transactions or to advise the 
tribal councils in this connection. Some tribes have their own real- 
estate employees while others pay the salaries of agency employees 
who handle these matters. A number of tribes have employed real- 
estate specialists as advisers and consultants, and some have developed 
tribal land enterprises and formulated land programs. 

During the course of this study, the source of several major prob- 
lems concerning Indian land problems became quite obvious, and pos- 
sible solutions presented themselves. I am therefore submitting for 
the committee’s consideration various suggestions concerning the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs, tribal councils, and the committee itself. 


BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 


Under the heading of a press release by the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
entitled “Emmons Issues Policy Statement on Sale of Individually 
Owned Indian Lands” (May 15, 1958), it is stated that “during the 
past 4 years the Department and Bureau have been giving a great deal 
of intensive study to this problem.” The returns to this committee’s 
questionnaire indicate that very few studies have been or are being 
made at the agency level. The studies referred to in the press release 
must then be in process here in Washington and the committee would 
undoubtedly be interested in a progress report. This also raises the 
question as to whether the committee might recommend that studies 
be made at the agency level. Such a procedure would enable the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs to utilize personnel familiar with the problem 
and stationed at the scene, who can obviously produce more substan- 
tial data from which a more adequate policy can emanate. 

Applications for sale to fee status or patents in fee filed by indi- 
vidual Indians are a source of concern not only to the various tribes 
but to fellow Indians owning nearby trust land. It is at this stage 
that our problems of tribal land acquisition programs and key tracts 
enter the picture. It is at this point also that the effectiveness of Bu- 
reau operation is most felt, since its decision is so all-important to 
other Indian owners of trust land. Returns to our questionnaire show 
that the Bureau field officials do not follow the uniform procedures in 
passing on an application for sale or fee patent. In some cases a 
fairly detailed study is made while in others the application is simply 
brought to the attention of the tribe. This is not in keeping with the 
position of the Federal Government, and the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
in particular, as guardians and caretakers of Indian trust land. Pri- 
mary responsibility for decisions in this area resides with the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, and while the tribes should certainly be made aware 
of all such action, they should also have the benefit of advice and com- 
petent studies of the Bureau’s professional staff. The committee 
might consider recommendations to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
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fairs concerning more specific instruction and regulations for the 
guidance of field officials. Such regulations would help to bring about 
a more adequate assumption of their guardianship responsibilities by 
Bureau field officials, and would undoubtedly be of assistance to the 
tribes. 

While the Bureau’s stated policy has been to study the “key tract” 
problem, our material indicates a very confused situation among 
Bureau field officials who seem to have varying interpretations of what 
is meant by the term. It is my thought that the committee consider 
suggesting to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that a much more 
specific definition of the term is needed for the guidance of field 
officials. Such definition might take into consideration tracts that 
may be “key” to: (1) Tribal land acquisition programs, (2) surround- 
ing tribal trust land, and (8) adjacent individual Indian trust land. 
It would seem appropriate that such a definition would be formulated 
with the most beneficial utilization of surrounding tribal and in- 
dividual Indian trust land in mind. 

I might bring it to the committee’s attention that the study shows 
Bureau field officials and employees are diligently striving to assist 
the Indians but are operating under somewhat of a handicap for lack 
of more specific direction from both the area and central offices. While 
I understand that regulations cannot be so stringent as to leave the field 
official entirely w ithout necessary flexibility, nevertheless they should 
not be so vague that various agencies are operating by entirely different 
methods and standards. Perhaps the committee should consider 
recommendations to the Commissioner which would lead to more 
specific regulations concerning Indian land sales activities of the 
Bureau. Such a coordination of Bureau activities would undoubtedly 
assist in creating a closer cooperation between tribal and Bureau 
officials at the agency level. 


TRIBAL COUNCILS 


While I found that some tribes had organized land acquisition pro- 
grams and active real-estate committees, many others had not. ‘The 
committee might consider the possibility of recommending that tribal 
councils organize such activities and also make a study of individual 
trust lands in their area. ‘These actions could serve several purposes : 
(1) The Congress would have adequate up-to-date information con- 
cerning tribal land problems and planning, (2) the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs would have a guide indicating the objectives of the tribe in 
rounding out their land base, (3) the tribe and the Bureau would 
profit by agreeing on “key tracts” before individuals apply for fee 
patents or sales to fee status, (4) a closer cooperation and understand- 
ing of each others problems would result between tribal and Bureau 
officials. It is hoped that should the committee make such a recom- 
mendation the Bureau of Indian Affairs will assist the various tribes 
in their planning and also cooperate with them in all future trans- 
actions. 

COMMITTEE 


I strongly recommend that the committee continue this valuable 
study and develop more fully the i roblem areas that have been brought 
to light. Specific areas that might be pursued further are: (1) Fed- 
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eral lands acquired for Indian use and not being so used at this time; 
(2) methods of halting any further lands from going into “heirship 
status,” perhaps through some program of tribal acquisition; (3) pro- 
cedures of Bureau approval of fee patents and sales to fee status as 
they are now being applied and the participation of the tribes in such 
determination ; (4) tribal land-acquisition programs and their prob- 
lems; (5) possibility of turning over Federal lands acquired for Indian 
use to the tribes; and (6) the fe: asibility of legislative action designed 
to financially assist tribes in the purchase of individual Indian trust 
land. 

I believe that the moratorium has had a salutary effect in causing 
officials of the Indian Bureau, Members of Congress, and the general 
public to pause to consider the ultimate consequences of the present 
Jand-sale policies. 

I wish to thank the many Indian Bureau field officials and Indian 
tribal officials for their diligent work in preparing the answers to the 
questionnaires, although I am disappointed that more tribal groups 
did not respond to the questionnaire. I am particularly grateful to 
Dr. William H. Gilbert and Stephen A. Langone, of the Legislative 
Reference Service, for their painstaking analysis of the questionnaires, 
and to Dr. Ernest Griffith, former Director of Legislative Reference, 
Library of Congress, and his successor, Dr. Hugh L. Elsbree, who 
arranged for these two Indian Affairs specialists to analyze the mate- 
rial during this busy season. 

James E. Murray, Chairman. 
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SENATOR MURRAY’S REQUEST FOR MORATORIUM ON 
THE SALE OF INDIAN LANDS 


[Excerpts from the Congressional Record of May 13, 1958, pp. 7636-7639 and 
A4796 and A4797] 


REQUEST FOR MoraTorRIuM ON SALE OF INDIAN LANDS 


Mr. Murray. Mr. President, as chairman of the Senate Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs, I have today asked the Secretary of 
the Interior to declare a moratorium on the sale of Indian lands. I 
have asked that this moratorium continue until my committee has 
reviewed and commented on reports concerning Indian land sales 
which we are obtaining from Indian tribal officials and various Indian 
Bureau field offices throughout the country. 

I know that other Senators share my concern over the alienation of 
Indian land. My distinguished colleague from Montana [Mr. Mans- 
field], as well as our colleagues in the House, Representatives Metcalf 
and Anderson, have tried without too much success to stem the tide 
in our State. 

The distinguished senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Douglas] is 
one of the most effective champions of Indian rights who has ever 
served in Congress. We in the Senate are particularly fortunate 
to have as the chairman of the Indian Affairs Subcommittee the dis- 
tinguished junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. Neuberger]. He is an 
informed and articulate student of Indian affairs. Furthermore, he 
has devoted a great deal of time and effort toward bettering the con- 
ditions of the Indians, of which his yeoman service regarding the 
Klamath bill is but the most recent example. 

I know that other Senators are just as concerned as I am over the 
fact that thousands of Indians have been forced by poverty to sell their 
landholdings, which all too frequently constitute their only source of 
income. 

Their words are more eloquent than mine. Here is what one of 
them, a man on the Crow Reservation whom I have known personally 
for many years, wrote me about a month ago: 


Due to the fact that there is no jobs here on the Crow Reservation, except a 
very few that have jobs at the agency office, some of us have no money coming in 
so we are having a hard time. I am one of them. I am an old man, and as you 
know that very seldom an old man can get a job, so he could get by. I have been 
compelled to put up as security all of my beaded buckskin outfit, war bonnet and 
my saddle and bridle in order to get something to eat. 

I don’t know how I am going to get more money for my living expenses. So 
I thought it possible the quickest way is to try and get a fee patent on some of 
my inherited land. If I ask to put some of my land in the supervised land sale 
it would take too long to wait. 


1 
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Mr. President, Mr. liff McKay, the secretary of the Blackfeet 
Tribal Council, recently made this prediction to me: 

If the present practice of holding supervised sales of Indian land is continued, 
and land is alienated from Indian ownership at its present rate, then in a matter 
of 5 short years not enough land will remain under supervision of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs to organize economical grazing units for even the Indian-owned 
livestock on the reservation. 

In his letter to me dated April 29, 1958, Mr. McKay summarizes the 
concern of the Blackfeet Tribal Council in these words: 

1. Land: The tribal council feels this problem is of greatest importance, par- 
ticularly the insistence of the Indian Bureau that individuals be allowed to sell 
their land at public sales supervised by the Bureau. This policy clearly demon- 
strates lack of foresight and planning on the part of those responsible for it. 

In carrying out this policy, no consideration is given to the long-term develop- 
ment of the individual, the tribe, or the community. The only benefit, if there 
is one, is an immediate access to money for the individual. This policy con- 
tributes nothing to the long-term building or development of the individual’s 
character, earning power, or financial ability. Records which we hope to make 
available soon will show that in most cases these people are allowed to dispose 
of their land and dissipate the proceeds from this disposition in a short time. 
Then, as the land is mostly sold to non-Indians, the individual becomes depend- 
ent upon the economy of the tribe for assistance; even though this economy is 
made more difficult to build and stabilize because of the alienation of the land 
upon which it is based. One practical solution to this problem, aside from an 
abandonment of this policy on the part of the Bureau, would be the making of 
long-term loans by the Government, similar to loans from the Federal land bank 
made to non-Indians, to either the tribe or to individual Indians for the purchase 
of land offered for sale in this manner. 

Members of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe in Montana also suffer 
from administration land policy. During 1957 a supervised sale of 
land was held on their reservation. The tribe wished to bid on some 
of the land which Indian allottees, desperate for cash, had put up for 
sale. The Northern Cheyennes had sold cattle, and planned to invest 
the proceeds in the land, so they could hold together at least a part of 
their reservation. But the Indian Bureau, busy for months auditing 
the proceeds from the cattle sale, refused to delay the sale until this 
money was made available to the tribe. Secondly, the Indian Bureau 
sold at least one key tract, the loss of which jeopardizes the grazing 
economy of the entire tribe. And as a final blow the Indian Bureau 
refused to permit the tribe the opportunity it requested to meet the 
price of the highest bidder. 

On yet another Montana reservation, the Fort Peck, some 80,000 
acres of Indian land was sold in 1957. In less than 50 years, two- 
thirds of the individually owned land has been disposed of. 

Mr. President, I have explained events on 4 of Montana’s 7 reserva- 
tions. But the matters of which I speak are not isolated instances 
occurring only in Montana. Similar situations exist throughout the 
country, as many Senators well know. Only last month the Board of 
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Directors of the Association on American Indian Affairs concluded 
that there is hope for an Indian future only where a stable land base 
exists. 

The board of directors adopted a policy calling for a 1-year mora- 
torium by the Federal Government on all Indian land sales to non- 
members of the tribes. 

Furthermore, the National Congress of American Indians, which is 
composed entirely of Indians, indicated the concern or despair of In- 
dians throughout the country by passing the following resolution at 
its 14th annual convention in Claremore, Okla., last fall: 


RESOLUTION No. 19—LaANpD 


Whereas Indian lands are rapidly diminishing as a result of sales of trust 
allotted tracts of land; and 

Whereas legislative bills have been introduced in Congress, which favor both 
rehabilitation programs for the American Indians and immediate termination 
of Federal control over Indian land and the Indian people; and 

Whereas the mere sale of Indian land will not solve the problems of the Indian 
people nor the problems brought about by Federal administration of the Indian’s 
problems and affairs; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Indian Affairs has curtailed the use of Federal funds 
which may be used for the purpose of revolving credit loans to tribal members: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the National Congress of American Indians in convention as- 
sembled in Claremore, Okla., October 28 to November 1, 1957, That the Secretary 
of the Interior and/or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs declare a moratorium 
in the alienation of trust lands to non-Indians, for a sufficient period of time to 
give the American Indian tribes opportunity to plan a program of full utiliza- 
tion of Indian land through purchase and rehabilitation programs. 


Mr. President, on April 17, 1958, as chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs, I sent detailed questionnaires 
concerning Indian lands to Indian tribal officials and various Indian 
Bureau field officers throughout the country. I expressed the hope 
that the replies be returned to the committee by June 15, 1958. I 
believe that the replies will be most illuminating and most helpful to 
Congress in dealing with the problem of alienation of Indian land. 
They will, of course, be particularly helpful to the Senate Interior 
and Insular Affairs Committee and its Subcommittee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. President, about a year ago the Bureau of Indian Affairs put 
out a press release headlined “Over 1 Million Acres Added to Indian 
Tribal Landholdings in Last 3 Years.” Actually 1,023,696 of those 
acres were turned over to the Indians by Congress or purchased by the 
Indians themselves. Only 653 of the 1,024,349 acres involved were 
turned over to the Indian tribes by the administration. 

During this same period, according to Indian Bureau figures, 1,342,- 
626 acres passed out of Indian ownership. Thus the Indians’ net loss 
was 318,479 acres. 








4 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


How much land has passed from Indian ownership since then? The 
Indian Bureau has not come up with the answer to that. We hope, 
through the questionnaires sent out to tribal and Bureau officials, to 
obtain up-to-date answers to this important question. However, as I 
pointed out earlier, on but one reservation in my State, the Fort Peck, 
more than 80,000 acres were sold last year. 

Mr. President, there are many ramifications to the Indian problem. 
But I submit that this matter of Indian land sale demands immediate 
attention and policy review. That is why I requested the moratorium. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Record, immediately following these remarks, my letter of April 17, 
1958, and the questionnaires referred to. 

There being no objection, the letter and questionnaire were ordered 
to be printed in the Record, as follows: 

UnirTep States SENATE, 


COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS, 
April 17, 1958. 


Dear Srrs: Effective legislation by the Congress concerning Indian lands re- 
quires extensive historical and statistical data concerning all local land transac- 
tions in recent years. Current legislation must be based on studies of prior 
legislation and resulting actions in the field. Therefore, a comprehensive 10-year 
record of all transactions involving the disposition and the acquisition of Indian 
lands is considered an indispensable necessity in the process of considering cur- 
rently proposed legislation. In keeping itself informed on this kind of data, the 
committee has found that a best source for accurate and up-to-date information 
is in the field offices themselves. 

The enclosed questionnaire has been drafted for submission to the various 
Bureau field officers and the tribal officials of each local jurisdiction, reservation, 
or agency. It is intended to evoke answers which are at once comprehensive and 
accurate so that the resulting legislation may be sound and well considered. It 
will be especially helpful, where estimates must be used, if they are so identified 
and the basis of estimation clearly stated. In order that the committee needs 
may be adequately met, please return answers in duplicate and include any 
accessory materials relating to the subject in hand, such as maps, tables, charts, 
diagrams, and any other pertinent or seemingly pertinent items. The com- 
mittee has tried to make these questions as clear as possible. Should there 
be any question of interpretation, please explain the basis for each answer. The 
committee would also appreciate an enumeration of all Federal lands on each 
reservation which have been acquired from private owners since 1930, the 
extent of acreage involved and number of tracts, the authorities, dates of ac- 
quisition, and purposes involved in the purchase of this land and the amount, 
if any, of current Indian tribal or individual use of this land through leasing or 
otherwise, and the conditions of such leasing or use. 

Figures as to the total number of tribal employees on each reservation and the 
number, out of this total, who are concerned with land transactions are also 
desired. This material could be included in a history of tribal land employ- 
ment during the last 10 years. 

In order that staff analysis may be completed within a time commensurate 
with committee needs, it is desirable that replies be in committee hands by June 
15, 1958. Please fill out the enclosed tabular forms which will help make your 
numerical data more useful to the committee and return your filled-out forms 
and answers to me, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, United States 
Senate, Washington, D. C. 
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The committee thanks you for your cooperation, and appreciates your evident 
desire that the Congress be kept well informed on the condition of Indians 
and their welfare. 


Sincerely yours, 
JAMES E. Murray, Chairman. 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS IN THE 
Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to obtain information as to the 
volume of certain transactions involving Indian lands, the number of acres 
involved in these transactions, and the nature of the transactions. Attached are 
tables showing the information desired, which are submitted for your use in 
understanding the question below. It is realized that, due to the manner in 
which land records are maintained and the methods by which statistical infor- 
mation has been reported, in some instances it will be difficult to obtain accurate 
replies to the questions presented. If exact statistics are unavailable, please 
give the number of transactions and the acreage involved for the period July 
1, 1947, to June 30, 1957. Please prepare statements to accompany the question- 
naire regarding the need for the making of estimates in reply to the question- 
naire and a statement as to the adequacy of the records and the reporting 
methods regarding realty transactions. 

As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? How many 
acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individual Indian 
ownership of July 1, 1947? 

3. How many transactions by which tribal or individually owned lands were 
disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title in the hands of the 
owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of competency, etc.) were con- 
summated during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction 
during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown in 
answer to No. 3, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to No. 4, 
above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

(Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian ownership.) 

7. How many transactions by which tribal or individual Indian lands were 
acquired were consummated during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since July 1, 
1947? 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown in 
answer to No. 7, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to No. 8, 
above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 1957? 
How many acres held by the United States in trust? How many acres which 
the tribe had acquired in fee? 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individual Indian 
ownership on December 31, 1957? 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have affected 
the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination acts, private acts 
directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). What study is being made of the 
cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal council passed or considered any reso- 
lutions on this subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 
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14, Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple ownership, problem 
has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, with particular refer- 
ence to the following facets of the problem : 

(a) undivided interest owned by the tribe; 

(b) undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians ; 

(c) undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are under the 
Indian Reorganization Act ; 

(d) difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or disposal of 
land ; 

(e) what use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands 
when the owners have died intestate and have left minor or incompetent heirs? 
To what extent has the tribe been encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 


PART II 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to determine to what extent 
key tracts have gone into non-Indian ownership, the extent to which key tracts 
have been conveyed to other Indians or to the tribe, and the extent to which 
key tracts which were in fee status have been acquired by individual Indians or 
tribes. Since July 1, 1953, approximate date of the initiation of the present 
policy of not subordinating the interests of the individual Indian owner of land 
to the interests of the tribe or other individual Indians. 

1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the tribe, 
individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key tracts? 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the tribes or 
individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined by Bureau officials 
not to be key tracts? 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to be key 
tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to be key 
tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect that 
such sales have had on the use of Indian lands remaining in Indian ownership. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status have been 
acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, or in trust or fee 
status by tribes. 
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PART III 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to ascertain to what extent 
the tribes have assumed responsibility for real-estate activities. 

1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual salary, and 
the nature of his work. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose salary, in part 
or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such employee, the amount of such 
salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of his work. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or consultant 
to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with authority to 
approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which advises the 
tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to study particular 
phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. If the Bureau has dis- 
approved such employment, explain why. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or similar 
organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of such organization. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate operations 
over tothe Bureau? Please comment on the differences in effectiveness of Bureau 
and tribal operations. 
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Mr. Mansrtiexp. Mr. President, will the Senator yield ? 

Mr. Murray. I yield. 

Mr. Mansriecp. Mr. President, I wish to associate myself with the 
remarks of my distinguished senior colleague, who has brought to 
the attention of the Senate the land situation as it affects Indians not 
only in Montana—especially the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserva- 
tion—but also throughout the United States. I am hopeful the re- 
quest, which has the full support of the Montana delegation, will be 
given the attention it deserves by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. Murray. I thank the able Senator from Montana. 


Our Dest To THE AMERICAN INDIAN 


(Extension of remarks of Hon. James E. Murray, of Montana, in the Senate 
of the United States, Tuesday, May 13, 1958) 


Mr. Murray. Mr. President, I wish to call to the attention of the 
Senate a very important article which deals with the American Indian. 
The article is entitled “Our Debt to the American Indian,” and ap- 

eared in the February 1, 1958, issue of America. It was written by 
Miss Dana Ann Rush, who for 7 years has been associated with the 
Marquette League for Catholic Indian Missions. 

Miss Rush traces the history of the United States Government’s 
shabby treatment of the Indians. She tells how the land which was 
rightfully theirs was taken away from them. “The present abysmal 
poverty of these first Americans stems from man’s greed for land,” 
she writes. 

In conclusion, she agrees with Msgr. Bernard J. Cullen, director 
general of the Marquette League, that— 

Every American who has found prosperity in the New World should see to 


it that the original owners of our rich country receive an equal chance to share 
America’s bounty. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have the article printed 
in the Appendix of the Record. 

Tien nite no objection, the article was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 


OvuR DEBT TO THE AMERICAN INDIAN 
(By Dana Ann Rush) 


The majority of Americans are not aware that within our borders there is a 
racial group as poor as any of the impoverished peoples of Asia or Africa. 
While we have been sending billions of dollars abroad to raise the economic level 
of destitute foreign nations, the American Indians, living below a decent stand- 
ard, have a life expectancy of only 36 years, and on some reservations not more 
than 20 years. 

Lack of nutritious food, poor sanitary conditions, and inadequate medical care 
are the causes of their high mortality rate. Glen L. Emmons, shortly after his 
appointment in 1953 as Commissioner of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, stated 
that medical service for the Indians was 50 years behind that for non-Indian 
Americans. Dr. John R. Shaw, chief of the Bureau’s Health Branch, reported 
in 1954 that there were 3,000 seeding cases of tuberculosis on the Navaho Reser- 
vation that were not hospitalized. 

As late as 1954, more than one-half of the school-age Navahos were unable to 
enter school because the Government had failed to provide schools and teachers 
for them—had not, in a word, lived up to the treaty of 1868 which the Navahos 
had signed with the United States and which promised adequate school facilities. 
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DOMESTIC POINT 4 


Through a number of emergency programs—trailer schools and the transfer 
of children to boarding schools in adjacent States—the school shortage has been 
remedied. In fact, this particular reservation is an example of what can be 
done for destitute Indian reservations through a domestic point-4 program. In 
1950, the Navaho-Hopi rehabilitation program was adopted, and Congress appro- 
priated around $88 million to be spent within 10 years. In 1957, its seventh year, 
the reservations not only have more schools, but some of their arid acres are 
under irrigation and a few paved highways making traveling easier. 

Organizations working for the welfare of the Indians—the Marquette League 
for Catholic Indian Missions, the Association on American Indian Affairs, and 
the National Congress of American Indians—advocate the enactment of an 
Indian point-4 program and oppose the relocation of Indians to industrial centers. 

The poverty that prevails among the Indians is not, as many believe, the result 
of shiftlessness. Their sufferings come from the indifference of the American 
public, from a century of Government mismanagement of Indian affairs, and 
from the fact that in exchange for 2.5 million square miles of the best land within 
our borders, the Indians were given most unprofitable land, land the white man 
did not want because he could not make it yield him a living. 

Moreover, the red man was left no other resources for earning a living than 
this submarginal land. There are no industrial plants in his country, no jobs 
from various occupations found in towns and cities, because it takes a prosperous 
countryside to establish a prosperous town. 

In contrast with these unhappy conditions are the high principles expressed 
in the United States Indian policy. Our country is the only one in world history 
credited with attempting to deal justly with conquered aborigines. Shortly 
after we became a nation, Chief Justice John Marshall ruled that the Indians, 
because of centuries of prior occupation, had a natural right to their land. 
Thereafter land was bought from them with the same formality as from a foreign 
nation. Most of the 400 treaties between the Indians and the United States that 
are found in the archives of Washington concern real-estate deals. 

The present abysmal poverty of these First Americans stems from man’s greed 
for land. From the days of Davy Crockett, Daniel Boone and other pioneer 
frontiersmen, the Indians’ natural rights to their homelands were violated. And 
despite the fact that we have possession of all the land that once belonged to 
the Indians, with the exception of a few dusty acres, legislation passed in 1953 
and bills that will come before the 85th Congress when it convenes in January 
raise new threats. These laws and proposed laws are labeled by Joseph R. Garry, 
the Coeur d’Alene Indian who heads the National Congress of American Indians, 
as “further designs to reduce the Indian land holdings.” 

A review of Indian land history may answer the question: ‘““What do we owe 
the American Indians?” 

The American colonists based their rights to the land on rules created by 
Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence. That is, title to the land rested originally with the 
sovereign, who made grants to his lords, and they in turn had power to make 
further grants. Though the colonists bought land from the Indians, they did 
so only in order to avoid hostilities. 

Chief Justice Marshall was free to invoke the Anglo-Saxon land theory, but 
he refused. Instead he recognized the Indians’ aboriginal rights. The late 
Felix S. Cohen, author of many learned articles on Indians, traced the concept 
of this ruling back to a professor in a Spanish university in the days of the 
conquistadors. In 1537, Pope Paul III in a bull defined the concept when he 
declared that ‘‘the said Indians and all other peoples who may be discovered by 
Christians are by no means to be deprived of their liberty or the possession of 
their property.” 

By 1840, the Indians had ceded almost all their territory east of the Mississippi. 
Many treaties were made under duress and the land bought at unfair prices. 
In some cases the Indians were disarmed and forced to march to a new 
reservation. 

“The chief task of the Government’s Indian agent for the first 50 years of our 
national existence,” says a recent Government pamphlet, “was to secure Indian 
land for the white settlers.” These land-hungry Americans pushed the frontier 
farther and farther west, regardless of whether it was into land that we had 


guaranteed to the Indians in a solemn treaty for “so long as the sun set in the 
west.” 


30451—58—_—-3 








12 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


‘In those covered-wagon days, the white settler took the land they wanted, and 
defended with the shotgun their right to keep it. “The only good Indian is a dead 
one,” expressed their sentiment. When a United States marshal arrived on the 
seene, more often than not he was persuaded to settle the dispute by removing the 
Indians to another area. Each move meant the surrender of large tracts of 
Indian land, which was either opened for homesteading or given by Congress to 
the railroad companies or to the new States which were being established. 

The Osage Indians, subjects of the Americans’ favorite Cinderella story, were 
moved 10 times between 1808 and 1870, each time to a less desirable location. 
They were the last of 20 tribes to be settled in the Indian Territory (now Okla- 
homa), and consequently received what was considered the “ash heap” of the 
region. They were miserably poor on their sandy acres—until oil was discovered 
there. At the peak of the oil boom (1925), each Osage received $13,200 annually 
for his share in the communally owned property. 


GOVERNMENT AND THE INDIANS 


In 1871 Congress asserted its right to deal directly with the Indians. Contracts, 
not treaties, became the term applied to those pieces of parchment bearing the seal 
of the United States which we had treated with no more respect than if they had 
been “scraps of paper.” 

But our national conscience again asserted itself. To protect the Indian, who 
was not considered competent to operate in the white man’s economy, his land was 
put under the trusteeship of the Federal Government. Indian land, of course, had 
been tax free during the era when the tribes were regarded as foreign nations. 
It remained tax free under the Government’s trusteeship. 

But by 1887 the white settlers again became restless—they wanted more land. 
The General Allotment Act of 1887 abrogated trust protection. Individual 
Indians, judged competent to handle their own affairs, were granted fee patents 
of their tribal holdings. During the time the law was in force, the Indians lost 
88 million acres of their best land. 


ON THE WARPATH 


In 1934 the Indian Reorganization Act terminated the General Allotment Act 
and, it was believed, postponed indefinitely the removal of trust protection over 
Indian reservations. But in August 1953, House Concurrent Resolution 108 
enunciated a proposal not only to terminate the trusteeship, but for Federal 
withdrawal of Indian affairs in general. It was followed by bills proposing 
termination of the trustee status of some 10 tribes in a dozen different States. 

The Indians and their friends went on the warpath. President Garry of the 
National Congress of American Indians called the measures the gravest threat 
in Many years against his people. Termination meant the end of freedom from 
land taxation, an exemption which the Indians considered as compensation for 
the many thousands of acres taken from them in the different land exchanges. 
Moreover, since most of the reservations are made up of submarginal land, they 
feared that much of their remaining land would be lost should they be unable to 
earry the burden of taxes. 

Six Indian reservations were “terminated” before the Indians and their friends 
were able to rally sentiment to their side. So far, however, House Concurrent 
Resolution 108 has never been rescinded, though champions of justice have pro- 
nounced it “a compromise of legal and moral issues, as well as unwise, from the 
economic point of view.” 

It is up to our generation, according to LeVerne Madigan, executive secretary 
of the Association on American Indian Affairs, to decide whether the Indian 
peoples of the Great Plains—the Sioux, Winnebagos, Omahas, and other tribes 
of the Dakotas and Nebraska—shall survive with self-esteem in communities 
simultaneously Indian and American, or whether they shall survive as landless 
individuals, migrating desolately from camp to camp. “The forces allied to 
cause or condone the breakdown of these Indian reservations,” declares Mrs. 
Madigan, “are organized stock growers of the Dakotas and Nebraska—powerful 
in State and Federal politics, and who covet Indian lands.” 
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The American press forced Congress to enact the Navaho-Hopi rehabilitation 
program after the blizzard of 1949 focused the eyes of the world on the Navaho 
Reservation, where 1 baby out of every 4 died before the age of 5 and tire 
TB rate was 28 times higher than that in non-Indian communities. People who 
love justice and scorn greed can force Congress to inaugurate an Indian point 4 
program now for all of these much-abused Americans. As Msgr. Bernard J. 
Cullen, director general of the Marquette League, says: “Every American who 
has found prosperity in the New World should see to it that the original owners 
of our rich country receive an equal chance to share America’s bounty. 














INDIAN AGENCIES AND TRIBAL COUNCILS TO WHOM 
THE QUESTIONNAIRES WERE SENT 


The following agencies (arranged by area field offices) submitted 
completed questionnaires as requested by the committee: 


I. Aberdeen area office: 
1. Cheyenne River Agency, 
2. Fort Berthold Agency. 
3. Pierre Agency. 
4. Pine Ridge Agency. 
5. Rosebud Agency. 
6. Sisseton Agency. 
7. Standing Rock Agency. 
8. Turtle Mountain Consoli- 
dated Agency. 
9. Winnebago Agency. 
II. Anadarko area office: 
1. Cheyenne and Arapaho area 
field office. 
Kiowa area field office. 
. Osage Agency. 

-awnee area field office. 
Potawatomi area field office. 
3. Shawnee area field office. 
III. Billings area office: 

. Blackfeet Agency. 

. Crow Agency. 

. Flathead Agency. 

. Fort Belknap Consolidated 
Agency. 
5. Fort Peck Agency. 
- Northern Cheyenne Agency. 
Wind River Agency. 
* Gallup area Office: 
1. Consolidated Ute Agency. 
2. Jicarilla Agency. 
3. Mesealero Agency. 
4. Navaho Agency. 
5. United Pueblos Agency. 
6. Zuni Agency. 
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V. Minneapolis area office: 
1. Great Lakes Agency. 
2. Minnesota Agency. 
. Muskogee area office: 
1. Choctaw Agency. 
2. Five Civilized Tribes 
Agency. 
3. Quapaw area field office. 
4, Seminole Agency. 
VII. Phoenix area office: 
. Colorado River Agency. 
. Fort Apache Agency. 
. Hopi Agency. 
. Nevada Agency. 
Papago Agency. 
Pima Agency. 
San Carlos Agency. 
. Uintah and Ouray Agency. 
VIII. Portland area office: 
. Colville Agency. 
Fort Hall Agency. 
. Northern Idaho Agency. 
. Umatilla Agency. 
. Warm Springs Agency. 
. Western Washington 
Agency. 
Yakima Agency. 
EX: Sacramento area office: 
1. California Agency. 
2. Hoopa area field office. 
3. Riverside area field office. 
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In addition to the foregoing area field offices contacted, the chair- 
man directed that the following Indian tribal councils be sent the 
questionnaire for completion and submission to the committee (aster- 
isk indicates that the tribe complied) : 


Absentee-Shawnee Tribal Council 
Arapahoe Business Council 

Bad River Tribal Council 

Bay Mills General Tribal Council 
Blackfeet Tribal Business Council 
Burns-Paiute Tribal Council 
Caddo Tribal Council 

Camp Verde (see Yavapai-Apache) 
Chehalis Tribal Council 

Cherokee Tribal Council (Eastern) 


Cherokee Nation (Oklahoma) 
Cheyenne-Arapaho Business Council 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Council 
Chickasaw Nation 

Choctaw Nation (Oklahoma) 
Choctaw Tribal Council (Mississippi) 
Cocopah Tribal Council 

Citizen Band of Potawatomi Council 
Coeur d’Alene Tribal Council 
Colorado River Tribal Council 


15 








16 


Colville Business Committee 

Cow Creek Seminole Community Coun- 
cil 

Creek Nation 

Crow Tribal Council 

Crow Creek Tribal Council 

Delaware Tribal Council 

Dresslerville (see Washoe) 

Duck Valley (see Shoshone-Paiute) 

Duckwater Shoshone Tribal Council 

Duwamish Tribal Council 

Eastern Shawnee Tribal Council 

Elwha Valley Tribal Council 

Fallon-Paiute Tribal Council 

Flandreau Santee-Sioux General Busi- 
ness Council 


Flathead (Confederated Salish and 
Kootenai) 

Forest County Potawatomi General 
Tribal Council 

Fort Apache (see White Mountain 
Apache) 


Fort Belknap Community Council 

Fort Berthold Tribal Business Council 

Fort Hall Business Council 

Fort McDermitt Tribal Council 

Fort McDowell (see Mohave Apache) 

Fort Peck Tribal Executive Board 

Fort Sill Apache Tribal Council 

Fort Totten Tribal Council 

Gila River Pima-Maricopa Indian Com- 
munity Council 

Goshute Business Council 

Hannahville Indian Community Council 

Havasuapi Tribal Council 

Hopi Tribal Council 

Hoopa Valley Tribal Council 

Hualapai Tribal Council 

Iowa (Kansas and Nebraska) Tribal 
Executive Committee 

Iowa (Oklahoma) Business Committee 

Jamestown Indian Council 

Jicarilla Apache Tribal Council* 

Kaibab Tribal Council 

Kalispel Indian Community Council 

Kaw Tribal Council 

Keweenaw Bay Indian Tribal Council 

Kickapoo (Kansas) Tribal Council 

Kickapoo (Oklahoma) Tribal Council 

Kiowa, Comanche, Apache Tribal 
Council 

Kootenai Tribal Executive Committee 

Lac Courte Oreilles Tribal Council 

Lac du Flambeau Tribal Council 

Lower Brule Sioux Tribal Council 

Community Council of Lower Sioux In- 
dian Reservation 

Lummi Tribal Council 

Makah Indian Tribal Council* 

Mescalero Tribal Business Committee 

Miami Tribal Council 

Minnesota Chippewa Tribal Executive 
Committee 

Moapa Business Council 

Mohave Apache Community Council 

Mole Lake (see Sokaogon Chippewa) 

Muckleshoot Indian Tribal Council 
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Navaho Tribal Council 

Nez Perce Tribal Council 

Nisqually Tribal Council 

Nooksack Tribal Council 

Northern Cheyenne Tribal Council* 

Oglala Sioux Tribal Council 

Omaha Tribal Council 

Oneida General Tribal Council 

Osage Tribe* 

Otoe Tribal Council 

Palm Springs* 

Papago Council 

Pawnee Business Council 

Ponea Board of Governors (Nebraska) 

Ponca Tribal Council (Oklahoma) 

Port Gamble Community Council 

Potawatomi (Prairie Band) Business 
Council 

Prairie Island Tribal Council 

Puyallup Tribal Council 

Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribal Council 

Quapaw Tribal Business Committee 

Quechan Tribal Council 

Quileute Tribal Council 

Quinaielt Tribal Council 

Red Cliff Tribal Council 

Red Lake General Council 

Reese River (see Yomba) 

Reno-Sparks Indian Council 

Rocky Boy’s Business Committee 

Rosebud Tribal Council* 

Sac and Fox Tribal Council (Sac and 
Fox) 

Sac and Fox 
homa) 

Sac and Fox Tribal Council 
and Nebraska) 

Saginaw-Chippewa Tribal Council 

Salt River Pima-Maricopa Community 
Council 

San Carlos Tribal Council 

Santee-Sioux Tribal Council 

Seminole Tribe (Florida) 

Seminole Tribe (Oklahoma) 

Seneca-Cayuga Tribal Business Com- 
munity 

Shoshone 
River) 

Shoshone Paiute Business Council 

Sisseton-Wahpeton Tribal Council 

Skagit Tribal Council 

Skokomish Tribal Council 

Snoqualmie Tribal Council 

Sokaogon Chippewa Tribal Council 

Southern Ute Tribal Council* 

Spokane Business Council 

Standing Rock Tribal Business Coun- 
cil 

St. Croix Business Council 

Stockbridge-Munsee Tribal Council 

Suiattle Tribal Council 

Summit Lake Paiute Shoshone Board 
of Trustees 

Suquamish Tribal Council 

Swinomish Indian Senate 

Tamiami Seminole Council 

Te-Moak Western Shoshone Council 


Tribal Council (Okla- 


(Kansas 


Business Council (Wind 
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Tonkawa Tribal Committee 

Tulalip Board of Directors 

Tule River Tribal Council 

Turtle Mountain Advisory Committee 

Uintah and Ouray Tribal Business 
Committee* 

Umatilla Tribal Business Committee 

United Pueblos (All Pueblo) Council* 

Ute Mountain Tribal Council* 

Walker River Paiute Tribal Council* 

Warm Springs Tribal Council 
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Washoe Tribal Council 

White Mountain Apache Tribal Coun- 
cil 

Wichita Tribal Business Committee 

Wind River (see Arapahoe and Sho- 
shone) 

Winnebago Tribal Council 

Yakima Tribal Council 

Yavapai Apache Tribal Council 

Yerington Paiute Tribal Council 

Yomba Shoshone Tribal Council 


The following tribes complied with the request of the Chairman 


and completed the questionnaire: 


Jicarilla Apache Tribal Council 
Makah Indian Tribal Council 
Northern Cheyenne Tribal Council 
Osage Tribe 

Palm Springs 

Rosebud Tribal Council 


Southern Ute Tribal Council 


Uintah and Ouray Tribal Business 


Council 
United Pueblos (All Pueblo) Council 
Ute Mountain Tribal Council 
Walker River Paiute Tribal Council 





NEWSLETTER “INDIAN AFFAIRS,” DATED MARCH 1958, 
PUBLISHED BY THE ASSOCIATION ON AMERICAN IN- 
DIAN AFFAIRS, COMMENTING ON THE POLICY OF THE 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT AND PRESENTATION OF THE 
CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN VARIOUS TRIBES AND 
THE DEPARTMENT 


{Indian Affairs, No. 25, March 1958] 


Great Puarns Trives Restst SALE or TuHerr LANpDS—ASSOCIATION ON 
AmerRICAN INDIAN Arrarrs MAKkrEs Four Appeals TO INTERIOR 
DEPARTMENT 


In recent weeks Montana, Nebraska, and Dakota tribes have va- 
riously implored and demanded that the Interior Department review 
the policy y of its Bureau of Indian Affairs which, the tribal spokesmen 
say, is resulting in the disappearance of the land base upon which the 
Indian communities rest. 

It is a standing principle of the Association on American Indian 
Affairs that American Indians have the right to survive in commu- 
nities of their own people and that the United States has the respon- 
sibility to protect Indian ownership of the lands without which the 
communities cannot continue to exist. The association’s advocacy of 
this principle has long been well known to the Interior Department. 
However, in support of the Plains tribes in their own actions to obtain 
a revision of Indian Bureau land policy, Association President Oliver 
LaF arge has four times in the past few months written Secretary of the 
Interior Fred A. Seaton, urging that a new look be taken at the plight 
of the tribes which are working on economic development plans for 
their communities at the very same time that the communities are 
being sold away from under their feet. 

The Interior Department answered the first of Mr. LaFarge’s let- 
ters. His other letters have not at this writing been acknowledged. 


THE NORTHERN CHEYENNES 


The lands of the Northern Cheyennes lie about Lame Deer, Mont. 
Some of these lands are tribally owned, and some are allotted to indi- 
vidual members of the tribe. These lands constitute the Northern 
Cheyenne community. When grouped into grazing units, they also 
constitute the basis of the community’s cattle- raising economy. The 
usefulness of these grazing units depends upon the presence in them 
of key tracts”—tracts, for example, controlling the only water avail- 
able to an entire unit. If a key tract passes into non-Indian hands, 
Indian lands around it can become worthless. A non-Indian desiring 
to acquire a whole grazing unit at low rental or sale price, therefore, 
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does well to purchase one of these key tracts. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, on May 15, 1955, instructed Bureau reservation offi- 
cials to facilitate the sale of individually owned Indian lands, even 
when these lands were key tracts upon which the value of other Indian- 
owned lands depended. Then, admittedly responding to outraged 
protest by the tribes and organizations friendly to them, the Com- 
missioner in late 1955 revised his instructions to reservation officials 
to read: 

If there is any real possibility that the disposal of a particular allotment 
might adversely affect other Indian lands in trust, the Bureau will take the 
initiative in consulting with the Indians concerned and will give them every 
possible assistance in working out a satisfactory solution to the problem. 

Last summer the Billings area office of the Indian Bureau announced 
that 60 tracts of Northern Cheyenne land would be put up for public 
bidding. Included in this acreage was a key tract. The Northern 
Cheyennes did not want to see their lands pass out of the ownership 
of their people, and in August they acted under authority given them 
by a resolution of their own tribal council—a resolution authorizing 
the sale of a herd of tribal cattle for $40,000 for the express purpose 
of buying up Northern Cheyenne lands about to be sold, and appro- 
priating $10,000 for the express purpose of purchasing for the tribe 
the above-mentioned key tract. These funds, sufficient to buy up the 
lands being offered for sale, had to be released by the Indian Bureau 
in Washington before the tribe could spend them. The Bureau refused 
to release the tribe’s own funds to the tribe before the land sale was 
held, and refused to postpone the land sale until the funds were 
released. Over Northern Cheyenne protest, the sale was held as sched- 
uled in October. 

Nearly 1,000 acres of Northern Cheyenne land were sold out of 
Indian ownership, including, to be sure, the key tract. This informa- 
tion was telephoned to the Association on American Indian Affairs 
immediately after the sale by John Woodenlegs, Northern Cheyenne 
tribal chairman. Mr. Woodenlegs added, with some relief, that the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs had informed him that the $40,000 had been 
released—too late to save the key tract and other lands which were 
gone now, but in time to save lands which would go up for sale in the 
future. 

ey in the above chain of events Mr. Woodenlegs had appealed 
to the Association on American Indian Affairs and to Senator Murray, 
of Montana. The association, and the Senator on behalf of the entire 
Montana congressional delegation, wrote independently to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to inquire into the strange conditions under which 
the Northern Cheyenne land sale was being held. They also inquired 
into an allegation of Mr. Woodenlegs that the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, despite its publicly announced interest in promoting economic 
development in Indian areas, was using every possible means to ham- 
string the operations of First Americans, Inc., a small manufacturing 
enterprise which was giving wage employment to Northern Cheyennes 
on their reservation. 

Replying to the association’s inquiry on January 14, after the land 
sale had been held, the Interior Department said that upon investiga- 
tion it was satisfied with the behavior of Indian Bureau officials. The 
Interior Department defended the Indian Bureau policy of permitting 
individual Indians to sell their land out of the tribal community and 
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ignored the frequently made proposal that tribes be assisted or, at 
least, allowed with their own funds to buy land in the community 
which individual Indians were forced by poverty to sell. 

The Interior Department’s justification of Indian Bureau adminis- 
tration at the Northern Cheyenne Agency failed to discuss the tribal 
chairman’s statement about Bureau-created impediments to the de- 
velopment of First Americans, Inc. It failed also to explain the fact 
that in allowing the key tract to be sold out of Indian ownership over 
strong tribal protest, the Bureau of Indian Affairs had violated the 
ruling against the sale of key tracts enunciated by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs in 1956. 

The Association on American Indian Affairs sent a team of investi- 
gators to assemble data for an objective report of conditions on the 
Northern Cheyenne Reservation at Lame Deer, Mont. This report 
has been submitted to the association and, after study, will be publicly 
released. 

Epilog 

In a letter addressed to the Association on American Indian Affairs 
on February 14, the chairman of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe said 
that he had been misinformed earlier by local Bureau officials and the 
$40,000 had not yet been released for the tribal land-repurchase pro- 


gram, after all. ' 
Mr. Woodenlegs wrote, “We need quick action. Help us.” 


THE OMAHAS 


On December 11, 1957, the chairman of the Omaha Tribal Council of 
Macy, Nebr., wrote the following letter: 


Hon. Frep A. SEATON, 
Secretary of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Sir: It is the Omaha Indians’ humble plea to you, regardless of the find- 
ings of Assistant Secretary Roger Ernst’s reexamination of the Department’s 
favorable report on S. 332, or even the 1920 law limitations of land sales: the 
Omaha Tribal Council absolutely opposes individual or heirship land sales. 

This plea and opposition is substantiated with the fact the Omaha Tribe is 
just beginning a community development program, where land is the main and 
essential item of means for success for our plan. 

This past year saw nearly 8,000 acres of land come up for bid and pass from 
Indian ownership. This past month again, nearly 3,000 acres were advertised 
for bid. These, too, will pass from the tracts of Indian ownership. 

With the present conditions, our people are being given no choice of retaining 
their lands, they must each day struggle with the needs of a destitute people for 
food, shelter, and the means to keep from freezing. The basic needs of the peo- 
ple are going to be their first consideration, and if selling the land will alleviate 
their need just for this day, then that is what they will do, sell the land to live. 

The Omaha Reservation is pockmarked with the farms of white men, who rent 
the farmlands of the Indian, giving a share of the crop or on a cash basis as the 
case may be. The most an Indian may realize from his land is $6 per acre, some- 
times only $2.50 per acre per year. The white farmer realizes a net profit of 
from $100 to $150 per acre. The land was to have been the home of the Omaha 
people. The land can support only a given number of people. Who, then, is 
entitled to this livelihood? Our long-range program of rehabilitation will be 
to see the Indian receives his full income from the land. The difference between 
$6 and $100 is too large a sum to ignore. 

In closing we should like to impress you with the need of our people, of our 
tribe, for a long-range program of rehabilitation with the technical assistance to 
plan and the financial assistance to carry the program out. We do not feel the 
present sale of Indian lands will solve the problems of our people, rather it will 
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only cause an added burden for the tribe to bear, for as this land passes from 
Indian ownership, the Indian people will continue being Indian, only now land- 
less Indians who will huddle along the right-of-way of the Missouri River. 
This in contrast to the 300,000 acres of Nebraska lands where the Government 
grandly vowed, “This shall be the home of the Omahas for as long as the Mis- 
souri River flows.” 
We trust and pray you to consider this plea. 
Sincerely yours, ; 
ALFRED W. GILPIN, 
Chairman, Omaha Tribal Council. 


On January 3, the president of the Association on American Indian 
Affairs wrote the letter which appears below: 


Hon. Frep A. SEATON, 
Secretary of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Secretary: The Tribal Council of the Omahas of Nebraska have 
called our attention to their letter to you of December 11, in which they humbly 
plead—as they put it—that you will hold back further sales of individual Indian 
lands until the tribe can work out a plan for its economic salvation. In the 
Omahas’ words, the Association on American Indian Affairs also “trusts and 
prays” that you will grant this request. 

The Omahas are an impoverished tribe. Many of their people, especially those 
who have lost their land, live under conditions of great wretchedness. For all 
the talk that there has been in the past, from one Indian administration after 
another, about economic rehabilitation of Indians, the Omahas are one of the 
many tribes for whom nothing that can be taken seriously has been done. On 
their own initiative, they have now enlisted the aid of members of the staff of the 
University of Nebraska to help them in trying to find some way out of their 
present, nearly—but not quite—hopeless situation. Obviously, they can make no 
coherent plan when blocks of as much as 3,000 acres of their land pass out of their 
control at a time, while they are helpless to do anything to retain it, and in a 
single year they lose as much as 8,000 acres. As they point out, at present 
destitute tribesmen cannot resist selling the land, which is their only resource, in 
order to secure the funds that will enable them to live a little longer. 

I take the liberty of reminding you again of the public commitments that your 
Indian officials have made to rehabilitate the Indian economy. As I pointed 
out to you in writing to you about the needless, indeed gratuitous, alienation of 
Northern Cheyenne land, your administration is not in any way committed to 
destroy the remaining Indian estate, although its actions are leading to the belief 
among many people that in fact it is so committed. I do not believe that you 
or any major official under you would admit to any such commitment, nor approve 
of any such policy if it were submitted for approval. Therefore, it is not without 
hope that I urge you to balance permission of the sale of heirship and other 
individual Indian trust lands against the realities of tribal economies. Your 
Bureau of Indian Affairs has emphatically and clearly urged the tribes to 
develop programs of self-help. I repeat that the commitment to a program of 
economic aid for Indians has been clear and unequivocal. Permitting the rapid 
destruction of the land base upon which economic developments must be founded, 
if only to the extent that it gives the Indians concerned a piece of land upon which 
to maintain a home, makes all these commitments and urgings seem fraudulent 
and causes them to redound against you. 

The cases of the Omahas and of the Northern Cheyennes, concerning which 
latter I am hoping to hear shortly from your office, typify the very difficult prob- 
lem of Indian land in all the Indian country outside the Southwest. The major 
line of action that your Department takes in regard to this problem must inevita- 
bly be the most important criterion by which its Indian policy will be judged. 
For every reason, humane and political, it seems to me that you should adopt the 
policy that will most fairly and reasonably preserve for the Indians an oppor- 
tunity to start the economic progress that I know you desire to see them make. 

Yours sincerely, 





Ottver LAF Arce, President. 


The foregoing letter has not at this writing been acknowledged. 
The Omahas report, however, that the Interior Dejartment answered 
them in courteous words, congratulating them upon their effort to work 
out a plan for the economic development of the Omaha community, and 
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suggesting that they themselves find a way to persuade members of the 
tribe not to sell their land. According to the Omahas, the Interior 
Department reply took no cognizance of their statement, made in the 
tribe’s original appeal, that individual Omahas were forced to sell 
their allotments in order to get money to buy food and that this poor 
tribe needed help in order to buy up the lands which were being 


offered for sale. 
THE BLACKFEET 


On December 13, 1957, the Blackfeet Tribal Council of Browning, 
Mont., passed a resolution protesting supervised land sales and trans- 
mitted this resolution to the Interior Department. On January 3, the 
secretary of the tribe sent a copy of the resolution to Senator Murray 
of Montana with the following letter: 


Hon. JAMES L. MURRAY, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR Murray: I am enclosing herein Resolution 51-57 of the Blackfeet 
Tribal Council asking that a committee be appointed to evaluate the progress of 
the Blackfeet Tribe since the beginning of the practice of holding “supervised” 
sales of Indian land on the Blackfeet Reservation. Under this practice, as you 
know, Indians who have land held in trust for them by the United States Govern- 
ment are allowed to sell land to the highest bidder for cash, regardless of whether 
or not the bidder happens to be another Indian or a non-Indian. As a practical 
matter, however, most of the land offered is purchased by non-Indians because 
members of the tribe do not have adequate credit or the means to purchase land. 
When the land sale is consummated, the successful bidder is required to take 
a patent in fee for the land if—in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior— 
he is able to manage his own affairs without supervision from the Department of 
the Interior. 

Land on the Blackfeet Reservation is predominantly used for grazing purposes. 
This land is leased under supervision of the Bureau of Indian Affairs under the 
so-called permit system. Grazing permits are issued for a definite period of years 
and contain such amounts of acreage as the Indian Bureau feels will be most 
conducive to competitive bidding for leases after members of the tribe are al- 
located enough range to run their family livestock. At this point, Senator, I 
would like to make a prediction: If the present practice of holding supervised 
sales of Indian land is continued and land is alienated from Indian ownership 
at its present rate, then in a matter of 5 short years not enough land will remain 
under supervision of the Bureau of Indian Affairs to organize economical grazing 
units for even the Indian-owned livestock on the reservation. 

I know this sounds drastic and a little farfetched, but we believe an impartial 
snvestigation of this system will bring out such facts as this. 

These supervised sales should also be scrutinized in view of the Indian Bureau’s 
tendency to hold their relocation program up to Congress as a shining example of 
what the Bureau is trying to do, or is doing, for Indians. In justifying requests 
for appropriations for the relocation program, I know that many times officials 
of the Bureau have asserted that relocation of Indians to areas other than their 
reservations is necessary because “Indian reservations are overpopulated and do 
not have the land base to support members of tribes living on them.” Yet the 
Indian Bureau insists upon operating one of the most effective vehicles for 
shrinking the present Indian land base simply on the grounds that to do other- 
wise would be to deprive Indians of the right to sell their property. It would 
seem to me as trustee for property held by Indians, the Bureau would be better 
advised to take into consideration the greater possible long-term gain in economic 
development than to suecumb to a theory whose only possible benefit is temporary 
financial gain of the Indian proposing to dispose of his estate. 

I hope you will take these things into consideration and that you will cause an 
appraisal of the land policies of the Indian Bureau to be made in the immediate 
future. 

May we have your thoughts in this matter? 

Sincerely, 
InirF McKay, 
Secretary, Blackfeet Tribal Council. 
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The president of the Association on American Indian Affairs, on 
January 21, supported the Blackfeet appeal in the communication 
which appears below: 


Hon. Frep A. SEATON, 
Secretary of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. SECRETARY: Recently in a letter to you I remarked that what was 
done about Indian land might well be the measure by which your Indian 
administration would be judged. Certainly the communications we continue 
to receive from various tribes, and that are being sent to you, requesting some 
mitigation of the present practice of selling off allotted Indian lands to the 
disruption of the precarious economies of the tribes, indicate that to the Indians 
themselves this is a major issue. 

From the Blackfeet Tribal Council we now have a resolution protesting 
the present conduct of supervised land sales on the Blackfeet Reservation, that 
is, sales of the land of Indians not rated as competent. The council has very 
reasonably asked that the sales be halted until a group or committee, including 
one member of the council, can evaluate the effect of these sales, and further 
that Indian landowners and operators—meaning, I presume, cattle operators— 
be granted the right to meet the high bid for lands put up for sale when purchase 
of those lands is necessary to their continued progress. 

There is nothing earth shaking or astounding about this request except that 
it should have to be made. An impartial, serious appraisal of the effects of 
recent land sales upon any allotted reservation would be most desirable. That 
Indians be allowed to sustain their economies by buying in Indian land that 
must be offered for sale when they have the means or can secure the credit 
to do so is just and reasonable. Not to facilitate such buying is obviously 
inconsistent with your administration’s often stressed policy of building up 
Indian economy, as well as with the pledge made in Salt Lake City last September 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to help Indians to retain their land. 

The Association on American Indian Affairs heartily supports the modest 
request of the Blackfeet Tribal Council, and sincerely hopes that you, or your 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, will grant it. We suggest, indeed, that you 
would find it well worthwhile to review the whole policy under which land has 
been passing out of Indian ownership so rapidly in the last 5 years, with special 
reference to the whole urgent question of enabling Indians to become decently 
self-supporting. 

Yours sincerely, 
Oxtver LAF Arce, President. 


At this writing, the association has not received an acknowledgment 
of Mr. LaFarge’s letter. Information has been received that Senator 
Murray has joined the Blackfeet in the request that the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs appoint a group to evaluate the progress of the 
Blackfeet Tribe since the practice of holding supervised land sales 
was started. Information has also been received that another land 
sale, involving some 3,700 acres, was held on the Blackfeet Reserva- 
tion on January 18. 


THE MIDWESTERN INTERTRIBAL COUNCIL 


The Midwestern Intertribal Council is composed of official repre- 
sentatives of the tribes of North Dakota, South Dakota, and Nebraska. 

There is printed below the text of a resolution which was passed 
by this body at a meeting in Pierre, S. Dak., on January 12, 1958. 
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Whereas the Indian-owned land is very limited ; and 

Whereas sale of Indian-owned land, instead of helping the Indian does more 
harm to the individual Indian landowner and to the tribe in general; and 

Whereas proceeds from sale of Indian land have been squandered and in no 
instance have helped an Indian or the tribe: Now, therefore, be it hereby 

Resolved by the Midwestern Intertribal Council, That a moratorium on Indian 
land sales is requested until definite studies have been made for a better system 
of land use or transaction by Indians; it is further 

Resolved that copies of this resolution shall be sent to all Nebraska and North 
and South Dakota Senators and Representatives in Washington, D. C. 


The president of the Association on American Indian Affairs has 
written the Interior Department in support of this resolution. The 
text of Mr. LaFarge’s letter is not released here, since the Interior 
Department has not yet had adequate time in which to reply. 








POLICY STATEMENT OF COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN 
AFFAIRS GLENN L. EMMONS ON SALE OF INDIVIDU- 
ALLY OWNED INDIAN LANDS, DATED MAY 15, 1958 


[Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Information Service— 
For release May 15, 1958] 


Emmons Issues Pouticy STATEMENT ON SALE OF INDIVIDUALLY OWNED 
INDIAN LANDS 


Improved safeguards for the property interests of both individual 
Indians and tribes were announced today by Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs Glenn L. Emmons. The Department of the Interior made 
public his statement on the Indian Bureau’s policy governing sales of 
individually owned Indian lands. 

The Commissioner said the statement was issued to correct wide- 
spread misinformation about sale of lands which are the property in 
trust of individual Indians. ‘Tribally owned lands, comprising about 
75 percent of the Indian holdings in Federal trust status, are not 
involved since their sale requires congressional legislation. 

The problem, in essence, has been to work out a method for permitting the 
fullest possible development of sound tribal land-acquisition plans without vio- 
lating the property rights and interests of the individual tribal members— 
Commissioner Emmons said. The policy was developed recently 
after an intensive 4-year study, he said. 

Commissioner Emmons pointed out that tribal holdings have in- 
creased since he became Commissioner, August 10, 1953. 

He said that when a single Indian owner of an allotment requests 
that his land be sold, a sale will be authorized if it appears to be 
clearly justified. 

In al] such cases, however, the tribal organization will be notified 
of the proposed sale, Commissioner Emmons added. The notice will 
provide an opportunity for the tribe to negotiate a purchase with the 
owner. 

If a negotiated sale is not arranged, the policy provides two addi- 
tional methods by which the tribal organization may acquire the 
property, by meeting the high bid, if the owner approves, or at 
auction. 

Commissioner Emmons said the same general procedures would 
govern sales of Indian allotments in multiple ownership as a result 
of inheritance, but with some exceptions. The policy statement ex- 
plains in detail how the owners’ rights are protected and how the 
tribal organization may obtain the land. 

The Commissioner said the Department and Bureau recognize that 
some difficulties remain to be solved, including limitations on the 
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amounts of tribal funds available for land purchases. Legislative 
proposals are being developed to eliminate the handicaps, he said. 
The policy statement follows: 


Text oF STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS GLENN L. EMMONS 


Because of the evidence of widespread public concern and substantial pub- 
lic misunderstanding about the Indian Bureau’s policy governing sales of In- 
dian land, it seems essential at this time to state the policy that is being fol- 
lowed (and the reasons for it) as clearly and concisely as possible. 

It should be emphasized at the outset that what follows deals only with 
lands which are the property in trust of individual Indians. Tribally owned 
lands, which comprise roughly three-fourths of the Indian holdings currently 
in Federal trust status, lie wholly outside the scope of this discussion since 
they cannot be sold or alienated except as authorized by congressional legisla- 
tion. While there has been some slight diminishment of tribal holdings in the 
past few years in connection with Federal flood-control projects (principally 
in the upper Missouri Basin), this has been much more than offset by the 
addition or return of more than 1 million acres to tribal holdings during the 
same period since 1953. These additions have resulted either from tribal pur- 
chases approved by the Department or from legislation sponsored or endorsed 
by the Department. 

To put the current policy governing sales of individually owned Indian lands in 
proper perspective, it is necessary to review briefly the immediate historical 
background. During the 1930’s and the early 1940’s the Department followed 
substantially the same policy on land sales that is now being so strenuously 
urged by the outstanding critics of the present policy. In other words, it 
strongly discouraged individual Indian landowners from selling their holdings 
and permitted such sales ordinarily only to other Indian individuals or to 
tribal groups. During this period hundreds of Indian landowners who wished 
to convert their landholdings in excess of their needs into cash for various 
purposes were completely frustrated and tied to lands that may have pro- 
duced little or no benefit to them. Where sales were permitted with the mar- 
ket limited to Indian purchasers, thousands of acres were sold at prices sub- 
stantially below the returns that the Indian sellers might have realized if free 
and unrestricted bidding had been permitted. 

During the late 1940’s the former policy of restricting the market to Indian 
purchasers began to break down as Indian landowners demanded to be allowed 
to sell their holdings for a maximum price. They developed the practice of 
going directly to Congress for individual legislation that gave them fee patents 
or unrestricted title to their lands. Although the Department in this period 
generally recommended against the enactment of such bills, a great many of 
those introduced in each congressional session were nonetheless enacted. A sub- 
stantial acreage of individually owned Indian land was removed from Fed- 
eral trusteeship through this process and undoubtedly the major portion of 
it was sold to non-Indian purchasers. 

The policy which the Department and Bureau have been following over the 
past few years, and especially since 1955, is based on a full recognition of the in- 
dividual Indian property rights which are unquestionably involved. In allotting 
lands to individual Indians on many of the reservations and the public domain 
under congressional law during the latter part of the 19th century and down 
through the 1920’s, the Federal Government, in effect, gave these Indians a deed 
to the lands allotted. It thus vested in these individual Indians (and their right- 
ful heirs) a valid property right, though under trust, fully equivalent, in the last 
analysis, to that enjoyed by any other American property owner. 

Under the system of free democracy few concepts are more centrally important 
than respect for individual property rights. This is in sharp contrast with the 
situation in the Soviet Union and other Communist countries where individual 
property rights are either not recognized at all or regularly and systematically 
subordinated to the interests of the State or the larger group. 

At the same time, however, we are also fully aware of our trust responsibili- 
ties for tribal property and we recognize that many of the tribal organizations 
have a legitimate and valid interest in acquiring individual Indian properties 
that may be offered for sale. The problem, in essence, has been to work out a 
method for permitting the fullest possible development of sound tribal land ac- 
quisition plans without violating the property rights and interests of the indi- 
vidual tribal members. 
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During the past 4 years the Department and Bureau have been giving a great 
deal of intensive study to this problem and we have recently developed a policy 
which, we believe, goes a long way toward attainment of the desired objective. 
The essential elements of this policy are as follows: 

1. Wherever a single Indian owner of an allotment asks that his land be sold 
and, after careful examination of the circumstances in his case, a sale appears 
to be clearly justified in the light of his long-range best interests, a sale will be 
authorized. 

2. In all such cases the tribal organization will be notified that the particular 
allotment is being offered for sale. This will give the tribe an opportunity to 
negotiate a purchase with the owner. If the owner insists on competitive bid- 
ding, he will be specifically asked whether he is willing to let the tribal organi- 
zation meet the high bid that may be offered. The land will then be advertised 
for sale and sealed bids will be received. If all bids fall substantially below the 
Bureau’s appraisal of the property’s value, all will be rejected. If one or more 
of the bids are acceptable, the tribe will be given the opportunity to buy the land 
by meeting the high bid provided that the owner has agreed in advance to such 
an arrangement. If the owner has not agreed and one or more sealed bids 
exceed the appraisal, the land will be put up for auction with the amount of 
the highest sealed bid as the floor of the auction bidding. ‘This will give the 
tribe an additional opportunity to acquire the property in competition with other 
bidders. 

3. In connection with Indian allotments which are in multiple ownership as a 
result of inheritance, the same general procedure will be followed with a few 
noteworthy exceptions. Such properties will be sold only if a sale is requested 
by one of the owners and approved by or on behalf of all the others. If any one 
of the owners is interested in buying out the others, he will be given first oppor- 
tunity to purchase the land at the Bureau’s appraisal figure unless one or more 
of the other owners object. A sale may also be made to one of the owners at 
less than the appraisal if the other owners are agreeable. If more than one of 
the owners wishes to buy the allotment, all of those interested will submit 
sealed bids and the property will be sold to the highest bidder. If none of the 
owners is interested, the property will be offered to the tribal organization at 
the appraisal price unless one of the owners objects. If there is objection by an 
owner, then the procedure outlined under No. 2 above, involving sealed bids to be 
followed by an auction, will be used. 

The Department and its Bureau of Indian Affairs recognize that there are 
difficulties in the present situation which will hinder the tribes from full reali- 
zation of their land-acquisition and development plans even under the policy 
outlined above. One of these is the difficulty of securing the approval of fre 
quently dozens of owners for sale of multiple-ownership lands as required under 
existing law. Another is the fact that many, perhaps most, of the tribes do 
not now have the financial resources needed for a substantial land-purchase 
program. The Department and Bureau are now working to develop legislative 
proposals which we believe will go a long way toward eliminating these 
deterrents. 








BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS PRESS RELEASE OF 
MAY 28, 1958, AGREEING TO THE MORATORIUM 


[Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Information Service— 
For release May 28, 1958] 


DEPARTMENT AGREES To DetAy INDIAN LAND SALES FoR BALANCE OF 
CONGRESSIONAL SESSION AT REQUEST OF SENATOR MurRRAY 


Acting Secretary of the Interior Hatfield Chilson announced today 
that the Bureau of Indian Affairs will delay until the end of the 
present congressional session any additional sales of Indian trust land 
requested by the Indian owners. 

The action was taken in compliance with a request by Senator 
James E. Murray in his capacity as chairman of the Senate Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

The delay will not apply on the Klamath Reservation of Oregon 
because the trust status of all allotted lands will terminate there next 
August 13, and the termination law specifically provides for depart- 
mental assistance to these Indians in the sale of their heirship lands. 

In a letter of May 13 to Secretary Seaton, Senator Murray indicated 
that questionnaires on Indian land sales had been sent by the com- 
mittee to Indian Bureau field officers and tribal officials at each local 
jurisdiction with a request for return of the information by June 15. 
He asked for a moratorium on all land sales requested by the Indians 
until the committee could complete a study and analysis of the com- 
pleted questionnaires. 

In a reply to Senator Murray dated May 28, Mr. Chilson em- 
phasized the property rights of individual Indians that are involved. 


It is definitely not the policy of the Department or the Bureau— 
he said— 


to encourage, suggest, or advise the individual Indian allottees to dispose of their 
land holdings. At the same time, we believe that we are democratically duty 
bound to honor their individual property rights the same as any other American 
citizen. 

Imposition of an overall moratorium for an indefinite period, Mr. 
Chilson added, would involve a curtailment of the property rights 
of individual Indians and would work a hardship on many Indian 
owners. Moreover, he said, the Department is hesitant to take such a 
step even for a limited period, and is doing so only in response to 
Senator Murray’s specific request for the balance of the present con- 
gressional session. 

In his letter Mr. Chilson also called Senator Murray’s attention 
to a May 15 statement of policy on Indian land sales by Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs Glenn L. Emmons. The new policy, he said, will 
make it easier for both tribal organizations and Indian heirs to buy 
up lands offered for sale by Indian owners and the net effect will be to 
keep more of the lands in Indian ownership. 
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Analyses of returns to questionnaire circulated to Indian Agencies by the Senate 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs 











INTRODUCTION TO THE LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE 
SERVICE MEMORANDUMS RELATIVE TO VARIOUS 
ASPECTS OF INDIVIDUAL INDIAN TRUST LAND RE- 
MOVED FROM THAT STATUS DURING THE PERIOD 
1948 THROUGH 1957 


THe Laprary or Congress, 
LueGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 12, 1958. 

To: Hon. James E. Murray. 

From: Indian -A ffairs. 

Subject: Introduction to the Legislative Reference Service memo- 
randums relative to various aspects of individual Indian trust 
land removed from that status during the period 1948 through 
1957. 

The accompanying memorandums were written in answer to various 
requests of the committee concerning Indian land transactions. Their 
relationship to each other may not be immediately obvious if read as 
separate items. It is therefore the purpose of this memorandum to 
briefly place each in its proper perspective and to cover various as- 
pects of the study that were not the subject of individual memo- 
randums but were indicated to be of interest to the committee. 

The basic objective expressed to us was the compilation and analysis 
of the returns from the Committee questionnaire relating to the subject 
of the American Indians’ land base and the removal of individual 
Indian trust land from trust status. 


Acreage removed (see pp. 37-60, 99-112) 


The memorandums concerning acreages removed from individual 
trust status are organized in such a manner as to indicate by what 
method and for what purpose the land was removed. Our statistics 
are therefore refined in a manner to isolate such categories as: (1) 
individual Indian trust land taken for public purposes; (2) indi- 
vidual Indian trust land sold to the tribe; (3) individual Indian trust 
land removed through private laws; and (4) individual Indian land 
removed from all trust status. For category 4 we have also in- 
cluded charts’ for ready reference indicating such acreage by year, 
agency, area office, and grand totals for all. 


Key tracts (see pp. 61-66) 


The memorandum was originally intended as an analysis of meth- 
ods and procedures by which the Bureau of Indian Affairs approves 
the sale of individual Indian trust land alleged to be “key tracts” and 
the removal from Indian ownership would be detrimental to the use 
or value of surrounding Indian trust land. While the returns im- 
posed severe limitations on an adequate analysis they did produce a 
much clearer picture of the problem. There seemed to be an area of 


1Charts indicated were prepared by Robert L. Bostick, graphic information specialist, 
Legislative Reference Service, Library of Congress. 
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misunderstanding among tribal and Bureau officials that might well 
be the “core” of the “key tract” problem. This is further explained 
in the memorandum on the subject. 


Heirship lands (see pp. 93-94) 

The returns indicate that heirship lands continue to be a problem in 
the full utilization of Indian trust lands. Briefly, the returns show 
that heirship lands (those owned by many heirs) are creating a prob- 
lem for the Bureau in obtaining sufficient signatures to sell, rent or 
lease such lands. This situation prevents the tribes from purchasing 
such lands. 


Cause and effect of land sales (see pp. 93-94) 

One of the objectives of the committee questionnaire was to deter- 
mine if studies of the cause and effect of Indian land sales had been 
made at the agency level. A few returns (3) indicate such studies 
had been made, and a few others contained comments indicating some 


attention had been given to the subject. 
Federal lands acquired for Indian use (see pp. 95-98) 

Our appraisal of the returns concerning Federal lands acquired 
since 1930 for Indian use was intended to show whether those lands 
were being fully utilized for the benefit of our Indian population. 
The returns indicate that approximately 150,000 acres are not being 
utilized at this time for the Indians’ benefit. 

Indian land transactions (see pp. 77-78) 

The study of the returns concerning transactions is one that might 
lead to some confusion unless it is thoroughly understood. It was 
undertaken to show which agencies and area offices had the greatest 
number of land transactions during the years 1948 to 1957. While 
transactions do not adequately reflect acreages, they serve a purpose 
in showing where land disposition has affected the most individual 
Indians. Types of transactions also indicate in which categories of 
land disposition, i. e. sales to fee, fee patent, sales to tribes, etc., the 
greatest activity is taking place. This is valuable information for the 
determination of trends in individual and tribal land activities. 


Tribal real estate activities (see pp. 89-94) 

A summary survey was made of the returns to ascertain what part 
the various tribes play in the removal of Indian land from trust 
status. It was found that 19 tribes have employees handling real- 
estate activities, while 14 have employed professional advisers or con- 
sultants. 


Wirt1am H. Giperr. 
STEPHEN A, LANGONE. 











ACREAGE REMOVED FROM INDIVIDUAL INDIAN TRUST 
LAND STATUS DURING THE YEARS 1948 TO 1957 


Tue Liprary or ConGcrEss, 
LEGIsATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 3, 1958. 
To: Hon. James E. Murray. 
From : Indian Affairs. 
Subject: Acreage removed from individual Indian trust land status 
during years 1948 to 1957." 

As requested by Mr. Gamble, of the Senate Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs, we have completed a statistical analysis of the 
committee questionnaire and returns concerning the following: 

(1) Individual Indian trust land remov ed from that status by 
“takings for public purposes.” 

(2) Individual Indian trust land removed from that status by “sales 
to the tribe.” 

(3) Individual Indian trust land removed from all trust status, by 
years. 

(4) Total acreage of individual Indian trust land removed from all 
trust status by area office. 


(1) Individual Indian trust land removed from that status by “takings 
for public purposes” 

During the period under study 420,895.81 acres were “taken” for 
public purposes, and we find the area offices (in the order of greatest 
acreage taken) to be ranked as follows: (1) Aberdeen; (2) Billings; 
(3) Anadarko; (4) Portland; (5) Muskogee; (6) Sacramento, and fol- 
lowed by Gallup, Minneapolis, and Phoenix without any land in this 
category. Table I lists the agencies in the order of largest “takings” 

and table II lists the area offices in the order of largest “takings.” 


(2) Indiwidual Indian trust land removed from that status by “sales to 
the tribe” 

Indian tribes purchased 682,147.92 acres of individual Indian trust 
land during the years 1948 to 1957. In terms of greatest sales to the 
various tribes, we find the area offices to be ranked as follows: (1) 
Aberdeen; (2) Billings; (8) Gallup; (4) Portland; (5) Phoenix; (6) 
Sacramento; (7) Minneapolis; (8) Muskogee, and (9) Anadarko with- 
out any sales in this category. Table ITI lists all agencies in the order 
of greatest acreage sold to the tribes, while table IV lists the area offices 
in the same manner. 


2 Statistics for these tables were based on the tables submitted by the agencies. 
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(3) Individual Indian trust land removed from all trust status by year 


Table V is organized by area office giving totals by year from 1948 
to 1957 for all land in this category. Tables V to XIII are more 
complete breakdowns by area office and listing each agency separately 
with appropriate statistics. 


(4) Total acreage of individual Indian trust land removed from all 
trust status 

The total individual Indian trust land removed from all trust status 
during the period under study was 2,595,413.66 acres. This figure in- 
cludes “takings for public purpose,” but excludes land in the category 
of “sold to tribe,” since it is presumed to have remained in trust status. 
In segregating the statistics concerning the greatest acreage of indi- 
vidual Indian trust land removed from all trust status, and ranking 
the area offices in the order of greatest acreage so removed we find 
the order to be (1) Billings; (2) Aberdeen; (3) Muskogee; (4) 
Anadarko; (5) Minneapolis; (6) Sacramento; (7) Portland; (8) 
Gallup; and (9) Phoenix. 

Table XIV has been set up to indicate the losses in this category by 
area office with totals by year and grand total. Table XV indicates 
the rank of area offices in this category. 


Additional tabular data 

Tables XVII to XXV are compilations of statistics for each area 
office indicating (1) acreage taken for public purposes by agency; and 
(2) acreage sold to the tribe by agency. 

Table X XVI is a compilation of these statistics by area office. 

Table XXVIT lists all agencies in the order of greatest individual 
Indian trust acreage removed from all trust status. 

Table XX VIII is a composite of all ranks in four categories by area 
office. The categories are (1) total acreage (individual trust) re- 
moved from all trust status; (2) total acreage taken for public pur- 
poses; (3) acreage removed from all trust status exclusive of “tak- 
ings”; and (4) total acreage sold to tribe. This is intended to be a 
“quick glance” table giving each area office its rank in the various cate- 
gories and allowing easy comparison. 


SrepHen A. LANGONE. 
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TABLE I.—Individual Indian trust land “taken” for public purposes July 1, 1947, 
to Dec. 31, 1957 


IN THE ORDER OF GREATEST “TAKINGS” BY AGENCY | 
scineoachameenmnaiaclt — ence — ; — a i 
| “Taken”’ for |} “Taken” for 
Agency public pur- | Agency public pur- 
| poses (acres) || | poses (acres) 
Co 8 eee egal 186, 118.00 || Rosebud , | 581. 00 
Fort Berthold SaAnhneaeneaeae 146, 420.00 || Northern Idaho : soul 430. 00 
Pierre eave bene 17, 414.00 ||} Winnebago__....-.-- exegeaia peaee 340. 00 
Cheyenne River anwnbiumaliid 45, 976.00 || Umatilla : sonadl 338. 00 
Kiowa ; ‘ i 6, 786.00 || Pine Ridge_. ‘ a aseaat 267. 00 
Chevenne Arapahoe wee 6, 800.06 || Quapaw . sapenal 232. 00 
Colville -- ‘ ; 3, 450. 00 Western Washington ‘ s 116. 00 
Standing Rock 2, 913. 00 Seminole * 51. 73 
Osage 1,080.02 || Fort Hall 41. 00 
Five Civilized Tribes , 772.00 || Hoopa 31. 00 
Fort Peck ; ‘a 4 739. 00 


NO LAND TAKEN FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES 


Blackfeet Fort Belknap Northern Cheyenne Sisseton 
California Great Lakes Papago Turtle Mountain 
Choctaw Hopi Pawnee Uintah and Ouray 
Colorado River Jicarilla Pima United Pueblo 
Consolidated Ute Mescalero Potawatomi Warm Springs 
Crow Minnesota Riverside Yakima 

Flathead Navajo San Carlos Zuni 

Fort Apache Nevada Shawnee 


TABLE II.—IJndividual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to Dec. 31, 
1957—Total acreage taken for public purposes in the order of greatest takings 
by area office 


| Total acreage | Total acreage 





Area office | taken for | Area office taken for 

public 1] | public 

| purposes | purposes 
ij IR  ciicekacckeitiensenndont 213, 911. 00 || 6. Sacramento._..........--- = nal 31. 00 
DN cndencdinsenshuasédacaiel 186, 857.00 || Gallup-- ; None 
3. Anaderko........-.«.- wae .| 14, 666. 08 | Minneapolis. , None 
i al | 4, 375. 00 | Phoenix__-_- = None 

eens co eoccaee eee | t, 055. 73 


SSE EST 
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TABLE III.—IJndividual Indian trust land sold to the tribes, July 1, 1947, to 
Dec. $1, 1957 


IN THE ORDER OF GREATEST ACREAGE BY AGENCY 








Agency Acreage sold | Agency | Acreage sold 
to the tribe || | to the tribe 
| 
PN th oduadénnsacaconckowas 113, 859.00 || Riverside pea Rian cee nis sinks e 8, 363. 15 
OS eee 107,081.00 |; Northern Cheyenne..--. aioe 7, 705. 15 
id oi pageaae PGND 2) RN bc cuw une ndbaenseneas ae 4, 693. 94 
Miron lunch icenpennaereanens 61,078. 52 || Great Lakes ie otc | 4, 675. 00 
SS RS Rt EE rr 56, 687.00 || Wind River nis sedate 2, 961. 00 
Blackfeet aie cae eM a A2-208.00 jf) PEMEIOU..-.5.-- 20-2 enennnnns} 2, 516. O1 
o£ eee eee 39, 680. 07 | Nevada............. : samt 535, 18 
Rosebud -......--- witesedaqeeuingend | 32, 824. 39 | OE 520. 00 
eee shawnee 27, 654. 00 United Pueblo---...-.---.----------| 320. 00 
Fort Berthold__...----- seaunaceaes ee Re Sere 266. 00 
OO eae PE 1. on occbnncuneennenssenneeWaea 158. 53 
4. | eee 12, 259.09 || Quapaw isuutieedamndbectuskavwwou | 100, 00 
Warm Springs. - ..-...-.-- ih a aes rag cd a Ba ee ae 80. 00 
Teer eee Cureay ........-......... 10, 641.01 || Western Washington.___..........-- 1.00 
CJompomaated Ute. . .....2.-sasess-ses] Se Ee (1), ERG pewhiidennndeencesntendcknans 29 
SE SE ch vakkeksimighesdetseeeneon 9, 333. 00 1 
| 


NO ACREAGE SOLD TO TRIBE 


Cheyenne Arapahoe Hopi Papago Shawnee 
Choctaw Kiowa Pawnee Sisseton 

Colorado River Mescalero Potawatomi Umatilla 
Crow Navajo San Carlos Yakima 

Five Civilized Tribes Osage Seminole Zuni 


Fort Apache 





TABLE 1V.—IJndividual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to Dec. $1, 
1957—Total acreage sold to tribes, in the order of greatest acreage by area 
office—All area offices 











Area office | Acreage sold | Area office Acreage sold 
totribes_ || | to tribes 
| = 

Se eee | 317, 603. 55 | en a 8, 787. 68 
IR Shia a kcdan cup tbme ston 240, 570.15 || 7. Minneapolis...................... 7, 191.01 
SP ED ir catskboiasaccsscesscousce Ti OGu Li th &:' Me@emoece.. «<<< .5............5..5] 100. 00 
SING dunn ceccccksccecacccccnt 25, 347.04 || 0. Amadarko.-...................-..-.| None 
De PEE pcicecnndtececenandscncas 11, 176. 48 || 
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TABLE XV.—Individual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to Dec. 31, 
1957—Total acreage removed from all trust status in the order of greatest 


acreage 


Area office 


1. Billings_-_- | 
2. Aberdeen 
3. Muskogee 
4. Anadarko 
5. Minneapolis. 


TABLE XVI.—IJndividual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947 


removed from 


Total acreage Total acreage 
removed from 
all trust 

| status 


Area office 
all trust 
Status 





1, 082, 263. 83 6. Sacramento. 110, 524. 94 
671, 075. 95 7. Portland 71, 916. 05 
314, 563.73 || 8. Gallup . 6, 580. 00 
252, 249. 82 || 9. Phoenix ; 2, 102. 25 

119, 953. 00 


i 


, to Dec. $1, 


1957—Acreage removed from all trust status exclusive of takings, in the order 
of greatest acreage removed by area office 


Area office 


Billings. ~~. 

Aber lee lea 

Muskogee -- 

Anadarko- aa 
Minneapolis. eek 


ore Cot 


TABLE XVII.—Individual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 19 


Acreage re 
moved from 
all trust 
status ex- 
clusive of 
“*takings’”’ 


A creage re- 
; Moved from 
all trust 
tatus ex- 
| clusive of 


“takings” 


Area office 


895, 406.83 || 6. 
457 


Sacrame 
Portland 
8. Gallup 

1, Phoenix 


nto 110, 493. 94 
69, 643. 30 
6, 580. 00 


> 199 OF 
Q2. 25 





| 


119, 953. 00 


Ls 


fi, to Dee. 


1957—Aberdeen area office 


| 
Acreage taken] Acreage sold | bi seth etaken| Acreage sold 
Agency for public | to the | Agency | for public to the 
} purposes tribe purpose tribe 
Se a eed a T ‘. 1| | — 
Cheyenne River. -- 45, 976. 00 107, 081.00 || Standing Rock : 2, 913. 00 | 39, 680, 07 
Fort Berthold 146, 420. 00 | 21, 221.00 || Turtle Mountain None | 12’ 259. 09 
Pierre 17, 414. 00 27, 654.00 |} Winnebago 340. 00 | 80. 00 
Pine Ridge J 267. 00 76, 804. 00 
Rosebud 581. 00 | 2, 824. 39 Total 213, 911. 00 317, 608. 55 
Sisseton-.. - None | None || | 
TaBLe X VIII.—Jndividual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to Dee. 81, 


1957—Anadarko area office 
Acreage taken| Act l Acreage tal a Ac ¢ 
Agency for publi t ribe Aven for public t rib 
purposes purpose 
Chevenne Arapahot 6, 800. OF Nor Potawator ‘ ne 
Kiowa 786. 00 Shawnee None Vone 
Osage 1, O80. 02 “ 
Pawne¢ None on I ] | 14, 666. OS neé 
Osa I l ti 1d ul 1 I l en | in 
ferred from ir vidu ot | ow hip re not ilable in | per form 
2 No an 
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Taste XIX.—Individual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to Dec. 31, 
1957—Billings area office 


| 


|Acreage taken| Acreage sold | Acreage taken| Acreage sold 
Agency for public to the tribe Agency | for public | to the tribe 
purposes purposes 

— _ — - a — - . SS ee 
Blackfeet None 43,108.00 || Northern Cheyenne- None | 7, 705. 15 
Crow... None None Wind River_- 186, 118.00 | 2, 961. 00 
Flathead None 113, 859. 00 i eiek é. 
Fort Belknap | None 56, 687. 00 Total... 186, 857.00 | 240, 579. 15 
Fort Peck_. ; 739. 00 16, 259. 00 | 


TABLE XX.—IJndividual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to Dec. 31, 
1957—Gallup area office 


Acreage taken} Acreage sold | Acreage taken| Acreage sold 
Agency for public to the tribe Agency | for public to the tribe 
purposes purposes 
Consolidated Ute-_-- None 9, 963. 59 United Pueblo--_- None | 320. 00 
Jicarilla None 61, 078.52 || Zuni None None 
Mesealero Non None _ ————$—______-_——- 
Navajo Non None Total__. “None 71, 362. 11 


TABLE XXI.—Individual Indian trust land transactions—Minneapolis area office 


| Acreage taken} Acreage sold] 


Agency | for public | to the tribe 
purposes | : 

DENeSOtR...n cc nacnces Sainniiabedaks sasiinsisttsibiiininiaca ai eikinteaiaeedcedaue None 2, 516. 01 
Great Lake aad te ae ei RN a None 4, 675. 00 
eee 3 06 Feed ww SERB 2 A Ae None | 7,191.01 


TABLE XXII.—Individual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to 
Dec. 81, 1957—Muskogee area office 


aed - ——— 





| | 
/Acreage taken} Acreage sold lAc reage ti sani Acreage sold 
Agency | for public | to the tribe Agency | for public | to the_tribe 
| purposes | | purposes 
| mS 
Choctaw None None Seminole - 51.73 None 
Five Civilized Tribes 772. 00 | None ansaesiaicinniast feinaesiantnenataess 
Quapaw-. 232. 00 100. 00 Total_-_. 1, 055. 73 100. 00 


TABLE XXIIT.—IJndividual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to 
Dec. 31, 1957—Phoeniz area office 


j ] 

Acreage taken| Acreage sold Acreage taken} Acreage sold 

Agency for public | to the tribe Agency for public to the tribe 
purposes purposes 

Colorado River ; None None Pima None : 0. 29 
Fort Apache ; None None || San Carlos None None 
Hopi None None || Uintah and Ouray- None | * 10,641.01 
Nevada... None 535. 18 —_—— — — —— 
Papago None None Total. ea None LL, ‘17 6. 48 





) 
| 
; 
| 
| 
: 


nea RA 
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TABLE XXIV.—IJndividual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to 
Dec. 31, 1957—Portland area office 











Acreage taken! Acreage sold | Acreage taken) Acreage sold 

Agency for public | to the tribe Agency for public | to the tribe 
purposes | | purposes | 

IID oc cdeannel | 3, 450. 00 4, 693. 94 | Western Washington- 116. 00 | 1.00 

Fort Hall_..._--...-. 41.00 9, 333.00 |} Yakima... ....-.-- None | None 

Northern Idaho-. 430. 00 520.00 || |—___—__—— 

Umatilla. ~ 338. 00 None || | 4, 375.00 | 25, 347. 94 
Warm Springs---.--- None | 10, 800. 00 || | 
| | | 





TABLE XXV.—Individual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to 
Dec. 31, 1957—Sacramento area office 





Acreage Acreage 
Agency taken for | sold to 
public the tribe 
purposes 
i a at el ar i lial ale na eae aul None | 266. 00 
eon Rec assubuentncecaees Foe Carnes adh waive vciiaaaeee 31.00 158. 53 
Re Bt tek ee et ebeinnceenateneus See LEAAAR ets eee eeeenathee | None | 8, 363. 15 


31. 00 | 8, 787. 68 


TABLE XXVI.—Individual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to 
Dec. 31, 1957—All area offices 





: 1 
| Total acreage | 1] Total acreage 








Area office taken for | Total acreage || Area office taken for | Total acreage 
public | sold to tribe |} public | sold to tribe 
purposes | purposes 
- deldniiaidtedhiaan at sdiietpaisentansilenesncctataiuti i isasinnstintdasitadadigbatte 
j 1] | 

Aberdeen..-.-- _— 213, 911. 00 317, 603.55 || Phoenix. ‘ ; None 11, 176. 48 
Anadarko. ....-..- 14, 666.08 | None || Portland-..-..--.-- 4, 375.00 | 25, 347. 94 
Billings_.... -- - 186, 857. 00 240, 579.15 || Sacramento--.-.. | 31. 00 8, 787. 68 
Gallup... meee None 71, 362. 11 )———— - - -'——— _— 
Minneapolis.---------} None | 7, 191.01 Sana ose 420, 895. 81 | 682, 147. 92 


Muskogeo.....------- | 1,055.73 | 100. 00 | 


| 


| 
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TABLE XXVII.—IJndividual Indian trust lands removed from all trust status, 
July 1, 1947, to Dec. 31, 1957 


IN THE ORDER OF GREATEST ACREAGE BY AGENCY 














Acreage re- Acreage re- 

Agency moved from |} Agency moved from 
Indian Indian 
trust status trust status 
I ie 363, 106. 00 | We a i eh eal 14, 281. 00 
Five Civilized Tribes_-- 308, 402.00 || Western Washington....-....------ 13, 776. 00 
EE 2 oa ae poe aaeeeaeisene ee en Ge Th ETE, ccnccknuccdabmamuabaaenn 8, 151.30 
I a Sackiny amagmmbcdecwcaebras S84, TE. OO fi PERRO... dnc cannnacncmatenmens 6, 993. 31 
Wind River 106; 778: GO Tl VOR onnccanccctteciaataainsint 6, 756. 62 
PR cdnctcsanknchwans kdnwanan 146, B04. 00 Ti Qe nc onicewacccconscsackoewous 6, 110. 00 
Oi cénccenabiseniniicatcni 100, TE C8 li GE a stiinclncicniatinnioccacee 5, 583. 27 
iti cin caine ebinindaateaenears 317, CGR. GO :1l FORIGII. nn ci cicwsndeancnede 4, 624. 24 
CIN oe sttd duicncobmihanndadusas 100, 705. 16 lt NAW a ee 3, 699. 00 
OU aoe se ee cdinaccetincteiaendece 106, 581.78 || Northern CS ON. ncccncoecaacee 3, 624. 18 
BEINN TROOK 6 cca soceccnasagsnas a. oo 25 eer ee 3, 435. 05 
I i a Bl SO, 784, OF ti WRC NEE, nn cauinucannnisanned 3, 040. 00 
NEUEN. os cniiiaccnseicsvencnencess 69, 714.00 || United Pueblo...............--.---- 2, 801. 00 
CNS FINO s icctannbisusensucen OB, OT, 76 1) TRON nec c en iccccccnamnaunsscseed 1, 420. 09 
Re ee 50, 239.00 || Uintah and Ouray 2 842. 25 
Cheyenne Arapahoe.............-.-. 43, 666. 06 | DN ena 659. 7: 
Pabkctscocecteesicanwan See 41,710.00 || Turtle Mountain 471. 60 
Nevtnern Idaho..............<....-.. | 22, 767.01 |} CORRUINEOE WOR. 6 cqeccccctenuconcd 80. 00 
I cnc:sh uate soibipdelah delatahs vem ethan | Se OG Ter Th eis iin edging ieee 80. 00 
POR NS kc tidideinneiiubad Fh, OO: GA ti GAN i ccicccctiannmnsdiibatiamiiemnad 51.73 
POE Ciinscswegusdaadonvcnciiinane 18, 435, 44 


NO ACREAGE REMOVED FROM INDIVIDUAL TRUST STATUS 


Choctaw Jicarilla Pima 
Colorado River Mescalero San Carlos 
Fort Apache Papago Zuni 

Hopi 


NO TABLE SUBMITTED 


Yakima 





TasBLE XXVIII.—Individual Indian trust land transactions, July 1, 1947, to 
Dec. 31, 1957—All area offices and their rank in the various categories of 
individual Indian trust land removed from that status 


[Ranks are assigned in descending order of greatest acreage removed] 














| Acreage re- 

| Total acre- Total acre- | moved from | Total acre- 

| age removed | age taken for all trust age sold to 

Area office from all trust} public pur- status ex- tribe 

| status poses clusive of 

| “takings” 

| 

i 1 
Pe eg iirc ckancncedwarencnncacan 2 | 1 2 1 
PE: dcinnednnweGhadwubiimabbbwnen ialenouaa | 4 3 4 9 
i Aaaz i ah Rekuadnkice heekcKonsnaaakGnasee 1 2 1 2 
eR eter eiaiiecancwkannenniaenndumesbe S () | s 3 
eA. s icnbansneekemecdien | 5 (4) 5 7 
a. ecinwniie nomi 3 5 | 3 8 
a cecsannanant 9 | (1) 9 5 
RE ctedtadnbinecdinboennncdnucdsncnninannt 7 4 | 7 4 
IN petatataae tte. sand seneuouckeaaiell 6 | 6 | 6 6 








1 Not applicable. 
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ANALYSIS OF COMMITTEE DATA CONCERNING DESIG- 
NATION AND SALE OF “KEY TRACTS” FROM INDIVID- 
UAL INDIAN TRUST LAND STATUS 


Tue Liprary or Conaress, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 23, 1958. 
To: Hon. James E. Murray. 
From: Indian Affairs. 
Subject: Analysis of Committee data concerning designation and 
sale of key tracts from individual Indian trust land status. 

The or iginal draft of the committee questionnaire had been brought 
to the attention of Bureau officials to insure the use of proper ter- 
minology so that all returns would lend themselves to thorough 
analysis. The returns, however, indicate not only a difference of 
opinion between some tribes and the Bureau concerning the definition 
of “key tract” but also among various officials of the Bureau. 

It might be best at this point to direct our attention to the subject 
matter of a May 16, 1958, memorandum by Glenn L. Emmons, Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, to all area directors. In this memo 
Commissioner Emmons redefined the current policy and it was ex- 
plained as follows: 


The basic principle underlying the redefined policy is simply this—if the 
Indian is competent to manage his own property and he asks for a fee title, 
then the Government has no moral or equitable right to deny his application. 
* * * In saying this, the Bureau is not ignoring its trust obligations for tribal 
lands or other Indian lands which might be adversely affected. In fact, the 
issuance of fee patents may be delayed in some cases while problems of this 
type are being constructively worked out. Nevertheless, the rights of the indi- 
vidual Indian are recognized as paramount and this is the Bureau's guiding 
principle. 


Further along in the memo the Commissioner mentioned “* * * 
widely held fears that the policy will permit sales of key tracts and 
thus have an adverse effect on tribal timber or grazing units or on 
other adjoining lands.” In explanation of the Bureau’s attitude on 
this, the memo states: 


As for the effect which the fee patenting may have on other Indian lands, 
the Bureau's policy and position are quite clear. While the Bureau recognizes 
the competent Indian’s undeniable right to ask for and receive a fee patent, 
it also keeps in mind its continuing trust responsibilities to the tribal group 
and to other Indian landowners whose holdings may be affected. Consequently, 
if there is any real possibility that the disposal of a particular allotment might 
adversely affect other Indian lands in trust [italic ours] the Bureau will take 
t} initiative in consulting with the Indians concerned aid will give them every 
possible assistance in working out a satisfactory solution to the problem. In 
some cases this will involve purchase of the patented allotment by the tribal 
group, in other cases it will involve other various types of arrangements. The 
Bureau believes that all such problems can be fairly and equitably resolved 
me way or another. 
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This appears to be a rather general and broad definition of “key 


tract” and seems to have been interpreted in various ways by both 


tribal and Bureau officials. A summary analysis of the returns 
brought forth many variations in the application of this terminology 
that is best summed up in one of the returns as follows: 


Assuming the definition of a “key tract” to mean that property controlling the 
source of water in a grazing unit which is depended upon by the surrounding 
area, or tracts with known subsurface production in relation to mineral value. 
On the other hand, any tract disposed of could be termed a “key tract” for its 
agricultural or livestock value and the fact that it is being opened to public 
sale with the possibility of title leaving Indian ownership, if the tribe or its 
members are not the successful bidders. 


The following excerpts from other returns here indicate the range 
of interpretations: 


The tribal council considers all land within the reservation as more or less 
“key lands” in view of the large acreage lost through the Garrison Reservoir 
taking by the United States Army. 

The * * * acreage was not recognized by Bureau officials as being key tracts 
insofar as total control of stock water is concerned. * * * The sale of these 
tracts has interfered with the best use of the tribal grazing land adjoining these 
tracts, which were excluded by fencing. 

Tracts classed as key by virtue of their proximity and influence on the use of 
and access to recreational areas, railroads, and highways, and stock watering 
facilities are recommended for purchase by the tribe. 

Two tracts of fee land have been purchased in connection with the moving of 
homes * * * from a location that floods frequently due to melting snows, to a 
location where the flooding problem is eliminated. 

All purchases and exchanges on the reservation * * * are considered key 
tracts necessary to consolidate tribal holdings or control water for livestock. 

There are several definitions of the term “key tract.” 

It must be borne in mind that personalities and policy of succeeding council 
members differ with respect to criteria for key tracts * * * 

The tribe considers all trust lands key to their tribal land purchase program. 


As indicated by these excerpts there is not a generally accepted 
definition of the term “key tract.” This was one of the major prob- 
lems encountered in the attempt to analyze the returns. 

The second problem was that many answers to the questions were 
not specific, leaving the researcher to interpret such states as: 


Since 1953 not many trust purchases have been classed as key * * * 

The records of * * * since July 1, 1953, show no question raised, either by the 
tribal board members or individual Indian landowners, regarding sale and 
disposal of so-called “key tracts” of Indian lands * * * Within the past 
year * * * not more than two tracts of the total sales could be considered as 
key tracts * * *. Based on this estimate and the absence of complaints, it is 
doubtful if very many key tracts have been sold since 1953. 
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Questionnaires were sent to 156 tribes, and returns came in from 
only 11, ruling out any analysis of tribal opinion. 

Although the problems enumerated have completely precluded ade- 
quate analysis of the “key tracts” problem as seen by tribal and 
Bureau officials, it has Bow. Fer a much clearer picture of the prob- 
lem and methods of ascert: ining accurate data from which a more 
meaningful analysis can be made. 

Limitations imposed by the problems enumerated have restricted 
any analysis to a compilation of answers by Bureau officials to the 
committee questionnaire. We have appended pertinent tables for 
Aberdeen, Billings, Portland, and Sacramento area offices since they 
w ere the only areas reporting any specific actions. 

If we can be of any further assistance in this matter, please feel free 
to call. 


SrerpHeN A. LANGONE. 
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DATA ON PRIVATE LAWS GRANTING FEE PATENTS TO 
INDIANS? 


Tue Lisrary or ConcreEss, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., July 3, 1958 
Hon. Ricuarp L. NEUBERGER, 
Chairman, Indian Affairs Subcommittee of Senate Interior and 
Insular Affairs Committee, United States Senate, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 
(Attention: Mr. James Gamble.) 

Dear Senatror Neupercer: The attached lists represent what we 
have been able to gather from the face of the statutes, in response to 
your request for data on private laws granting fee patents to Indians. 

You will notice that in a number of instances the land covered by 
the grant is described by township, section, etc., but without indicating 
specific acreage involved. 

We have been in touch with the Indian Affairs Office at the Interior 
Department on this point, and have tentatively been given to under- 
stand that if they were furnished the data such as we have gathered 
they could supply the figures on acreage. In view of the urgency 
which you have expressed, we are sending our findings forthwith, 
with this explanation, which you w ill perhaps want to follow up with 
Mrs. Vassil, code 183, extension 2940. 

There are 86 private laws listed, in 20 of which no specific acreage is 
mentioned. The 66 which do give a specific figure total 36,354.01 
acres. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ernest S. Grirrita, Director. 


1COMMITTER Note: Attached report was sent by the Library of Congress to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior for the necessa ry additional data. 
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SUMMARY OF THE PRIVATE LAWS GIVING FEE PATENTS 
TO INDIANS ENACTED DURING THE 80TH, 81ST, 82D, AND 
83D CONGRESSES 


(Compiled by W. C. Gilbert and Roland A. Ouellette, American Law Division) 





80TH CONG., 1ST SESS. 

















Pri- Page 
Name of allottee vate to 61 | Date enacted | Number Location of land 
Law Stat. of acres 
No. | (pt. 2) | | } 
ole ital nt tna i —| — aed 
Broken Leg, Daniel-_...---- 125 1014 | Aug. 4, 1947 160.00 | Rosebud Indian Reservation, 
| S. Dak. 
Doyle, Glayis May-.------ 50 985 | July 9, 1947 960.00 | Big Horn County, Mont., Crow 
Reservation. 
Doyle, Lawrence Stanely-... 48 984 |.....d0....--. 955. 26 Do. 
Doyle, Raymond Wesley--.. 46 984 |..--.do........| 983.21 Do. 
Doyle, Spencer Burgess... 49 985 cusGOuccoeuae! 5, CeUOe Do. 
Doyle, Thurlow Grey... 47 984 | -do........| 1,036. 76 |} Do. 
Harris, Kathleen Doyle.-.- 54 986 | July 11,1947 | 1,018. 20 | Do. 
Howe, Erle E.... , 84 998 | July 24, 1947 360.00 | Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Little Light, Becker__.----- 86 998 a es 40.15 | Lands in Montana as described 
| in act; Crow Reservation. 
White, Alice Scott_...--..- 85 998 | eases 480. 00 | Do. 
| 








80TH CONG., 2D SESS. 


| | 





Pri- Page 
Name of allottee vate | to62 | Date enacted | Number | Location of land 
| Lew | Stat. | of acres | 


No. | (pt. 2) | 

















Arens, Florence A. W....-- 382 1387 | June 19,1948 | 557.37 | Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Black Dog, James_......... 190} 1315 | Mar. 3, 1948 160.00 | Lands in Montana as described 
| in act; Fort Peck Reservation. 

Clincher, Calvin W_--....--} 187 | 1314 | Feb. 28, 1948 160.00 | Washabaugh County, 8. Dak.; 
| Pine Ridge, Reservation. 

Compton, John F. (John | 351 1374 | June 12, 1948 160.00 | Lands in South Dakota as de- 

Crazy Bull) scribed in act; Rosebud Reser- 
| vation. 

Doyle, James Perry.......-! 223 | 1328 | Mar. 25, 1948 640.00 | Big Horn County, Mont.; Crow 

| | Reservation. 

Doyle, Robert E.........--| 222 1327 |.....do........| 640.00 | Do. 

Eagleman, Tiom..........-. 191 1315 | Mar. 3, 1948 157.10 | Lands in South Dakota as de- 
| scribed in act; Crow Creek 
| | | Reservation. 

Ghost Bear, Charles, Sr.... 185 | 1313 | Feb. 28,1948; 160.00 | Lands in South Dakota as de- 
| seribed in act; Pine Ridge 
| Reservation. 

Growing Four Times.-.....- 264 1342 | May 3, 1948 | 80.00 | Lands in Montana as described 
| | inact; Fort Peck Reservation. 

Kills The Enemy, Charles. . 186 1314 | Feb. 28,1948 | 160.00 | Lands in South Dakota as de- 

1 


scribed in act; Rosebud Reser- 

| _ vation. 

genateled 221 1327 | Mar. 25,1948 | 320.00 | Corson County, 8. Dak.; Stand- 

| ing Rock Reservation. 

June 12,1948 | 72.50 | Holmes County, Miss.; non- 
| _ reservation Indian land. 


Leaf, Mrs. Mary E 


Love, James P | 352 | 1374 


Milliken, Claude E___.._--- 265 | 1342 | May 3,1948 640.00 | Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Pretty On Top, Mabel | 219 | 1326 | Mar, 25, 1948 40.00 | Lands in Montana as described 
Townsend. | | | | _ in act; Crow Reservation. 
Scott, Clarence M_........- 220} 1327 |..... i ed 440.00 | Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Williams, Jonah_..........- 182 1313 | Feb. 27,1948 120.00 | Lands in South Dakota as de- 
scribed in act; Sisseton Reser- 
| vation. 
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81ST 


‘ CONG., 





IST SESS. 











Pri- Page 
Name of allottee vate to 63 Date enacted | Number 
Law Stat. of acres 

No. (pt. 2 
Anderson, Phena M.- 49 1093 | May 14, 1949 80. 00 

| 
Bassett, Irene Scott._.- 102 1115 | June 14, 1949 640. 00 
Blackhair, Sidney 27 1180 | Sept. 8, 1949 40. 00 
Burns, Jeannette Pear] 281 1183 | Oct. 1,1949 299. 80 
Burton, James Madison 100 1114 | June 14,1949 960. 00 
Dillon, Susie Larvie 268 1178 | Sept. 7, 1949 160. 00 
Fritzler, Lenora Farwell 70 1178 -do 1, 000. 00 
George, Ethel M. Pearson 105 1115 | June 14, 1949 180. OO 
Glenn, Leo Farwell 241 1167 | Aug. 24, 1949 880. 00 
Grayeagle, John 243 1168 do.... 480. 00 
Hand, L. J. 186 1147 | Aug. 3, 1949 79. 87 
Harris, Kathleen Doyle-...- 107 1116 | June 14, 1949 873. 52 
Heckenlively, Howard C_ 4 1092 | May 14,1949 320. 00 
Howe, Francis 45 1092 do } 680.00 
Louk, Leah L. Pearson 106 1116 | June 14, 1949 460. 00 
Loukes, Mrs. Pear! Scott 109 1116 do ee 620. 00 
Pearson, L OR cena 103 1115 do 320. 00 
Pickett, Thomas A-.-...... 68 1100 | May 24, 1949 638. 53 
Schroeder, Leslie Paul_..--- 50 1093 | May 14, 1949 640. 00 
Scott, Clarence M.......... 101 1114 | June 14, 1949 440. 52 
Skoog, June Scott________- 108 1116 |. do 640. 00 
Swift Horse, George.-_._--- 269 1178 | Sept. 7, 1949 160. 00 
Two Spears From Bird, 280 1183 | Oct 1, 1949 157. 06 
Lulu. 
81ST CONG., 2D SESS. 

os et se r z | | r F “atest, i 7 ae 

| Pri- | Page 
Name of allottece | vate to 64 | Date enacted | Number 
Law | Stat. of acres 

| No. (pt. 2 

ee ees | its = ———|——— 
Anderson, Wilbur and 1002 A240 | Sept. 26, 1950 639. 61 


others, 
Bigman, Edgar S__.......-- 
Edwards, Francis Lee 
Glenn, Emma Phelps 
Goering, Josephine Stevens. 
Heckenlively, Guy L 
High Horse, Paul 

Anna, 
Kibby, Charlotte Geisdorff 
Moran, Howard H 


and 


Pease, Anson Harold-_....- 


Phelps, B. M. (Bird) 
Phelps, Charles M_......-- 
Ross, Rebecca Collins. _-.- 
Scott, Wilbur J__.- 


Watt, James Wilbur 
Watt, Mary E. White 
Watt, William 






| 





839 A180 


838 | A179 
454 A42 
828 A176 


1 
827 Al 
A 


452 


829 


453 A42 
455 A43 
830 A176 
625 A104 


> | 


| Aug. 1 


Aug. 
do 
May 
Aug. 1 
? do 
May 


Aug. 


June 29, 1950 


May 
_.do 


| Aug. 1 


June 29, 1950 | 


....d0 
acne 


21, 1950 | 1, 


040. 00 
| 960.00 
5, 1950 | 860. 00 
7, 1950 | 600. 00 
| 696. 08 
5, 1950 160. 00 


7, 1950 
3, 1950 165. 00 
649. 55 


000. 00 
924. 65 
440. 00 


5, 1950 | 1, 


a 1950 


542. 00 
560. 00 


776. 08 | 


317. 86 | 


945. 00 | 


TRANSACTIONS 


and 


Location of ! 


Blackfeet Indian Reservation 
Mont. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont 
Do. 
Do 
Do." 


Pine Ridge Indian Reservati 
8S. Dak. » « 


Crow Indian Reservation, Mont 
Do. 
Lands in Montana as described 
in act: Crow Rest ion 4 
Lands in 


South Dakot 
scribed in act; Standing 
Reservation 


Holmes County, Miss., possibly 
nonreservation Indian land 
Lands in Montana as described 


in act; Crow Reservation 


Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Do. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont 


Lands in Mont as described 
in act; Crow Reserwation 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont 
Lands in Montana as described 
in act; Crow Reservation 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont 


Lands in Montana as described 
in act; Crow Reservation. 
Do. 
Cheyenne River Indian Reser- 
vation, S. Dak. 
Do. 
Location of land 


Blackfeet 
Mont. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Rosebud 
8S. Dak. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Rosebud Indian Reservation, 
S. Dak. 
Lands in Montana as described 
in act; Crow Reservation. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Do. 
Do 
Lands in Montana as described 
in act; Crow Reservation. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Do. 
Do. 


Indian Reservation, 


Indian Reservation, 





Name of allottee 


Brown, Richard James.-..-. 


Craig, Laura A Ss beeke 
Glenn, Percival H 
Groh, Lucille Ellen Sanders. 


Ollinger, Ursula Ruther- 
ford. 

oe 
Sanders, Julia Jackson... 
Spearson, Mary Ruther- 
ford. 


Whitebear, Lulu M_-.--..... 
Wolfe, Estella and others... 


ierard, 


others 
Howe, Erle E 
Pease, Walter Anson-..-_-.-.. 


Yarlott, Franklin 


Yarlott, Reba, and other 


ot spe ified, 


INDIAN LAND 


Pri- Page 
vate to 65 | Date enacted | Number 
Law Stat. of acres 


108 A42 | June 28, 1951 80. 00 
367 A136 | Oct. 26,1951 18. 08 
111 A43 | June 28, 1951 996, 24 
230 A87 | Aug. 29, 1951 720. 00 
371 A137 | Oct. 27,1951 1, 016. 21 
411 A150 | Oct. 31,1951 720. 00 
232 | A 89 Aug, 29,1951 640. 00 
372 | A138 | Oct. 27,1951 | 1,041.92 
114 A44 une 28, 1951 640. 00 


Tur 
A 53 | July 5, 1951 1, 800, 00 


82D CONG., 2D SESS. 





Pri Page 

vate to 66 Date enacted } 

Law Stat. 

No. 

855 | Al July 12,1952 | 797.21 
72 A163 | July 14, 1952 87. 58 
1010 A 2 July 16, 1952 

873 A164 | July 14, 1952 160. 00 
R54 A158 July 12, 1952 369. 00 
870 A163 | July 14, 1952 983. 72 
871 A163 do. 480. 00 
874 Al64 do. 2, 511. 40 





| | 
ee 


83D CONG., 2D SESS. 


Pri- Page 
vate to 68 Date enacted | Number 
Law Stat of acres 


No. pt. 2) 


871 


TRANSACTIONS 


r | L 


71 


Location of land 


Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 
Mont. 
Do. 


Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Lands in Montana as described 

in act; Crow Reserv 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 


sClOT 


Do. 
Lands in Montana as described 
in act; Crow Reservation. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 


Do, 
Do. 


Location of land 


Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 


Mont. 

Land in California as described 
in act; homestead entry—no 
record as being Indian lands. 

Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 
Mont. 


Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Lands in Montana as described 
in act; Crow Reservation. 
Crow Indian Reservation, Mont. 
Do. 


of land 


cation 


|} Rosebud Indian Reservation, 


Indian Reserva- 





INDIAN BUREAU DEFINITIONS OF TYPES OF TRANSAC- 
TIONS INVOLVED IN THE DISPOSAL OF INDIVIDUAL 
INDIAN LANDS FROM TRUST STATUS 


Tue Liprary oF CONGRESS, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 18, 1968. 
Hon. Guenn L. Emmons, 
Commissioner, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
Department of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 
(Attention Branch of Realty.) 

Dear CoMMIssIONER Emmons: We have been requested by a Senate 
committee to analyze certain materials having to do with Indian land 
transactions. This assignment has created a problem insofar as the 
definition of Indian Bureau terminology in land transactions is 
concerned. 

Would you please supply us with a legal or other definition of cer- 
tain terms and expressions used in such type of actions, said defini- 
tions to include the legal authority for each type. 

The terms and expressions referred to are as follows: 

1) Sales to fee status. 
Patents-in-fee (fee patents). 

Takings for public purposes. 

) Removal of restrictions. 
) To fee status by inheritance or devise. 
) Exchange to fee status. 
) Certificates of competency. 
) To fee status by partition. 
) Canceled duplicate allotments. 
(10) To fee status by gift. 
(11) To fee status by probate. 
(12) To fee status by guardianship sale. 

Since we have a deadline to meet on this request, we would greatly 

appreciate your sending this data at your earliest possible convenience. 
Sincerely yours, 


( 
2 
(3 
(4 
(5 
(6 
(7 
(8 
(9 


Ernest S. Grirritu, Director. 
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74 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inp1IAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., August 13, 1958. 
Mr. Ernest S. GrirritH, 
Director, Legislative Reference Service, 


The Library of Congress, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Grirriru: We have your letter of July 18, in which you 
request definitions, and the legal ‘authority therefor, of certain types 
of Indian land transactions. There follows by item number an ex- 
planation of the terms used. 

1. Sales to fee status —Individually owned trust or restricted In- 
dian land may be sold to Indians or non-Indians and a fee patent 
issued therefor. The authority for the sale of Indian land is con- 
tained in various acts passed by Congress. The principal statutory 

authorities are cited at the beginning of title 25, ¢ ode of Federal 
Regul: ations, part 121 under the heading “Authority.” [See also 25 

’. F. R. 121.9-10.) 

2. Patents-in-fee—The word “patent” means the title deed by 
which a government, either State or Federal, conveys its lands. “In 
fee” means that the patent is conveying the “largest possible estate 
which a man can have, being an absolute estate.” Definitions were 
taken from Bouvier’s Law Dictionary. The term “patent-in-fee,” as 
used in this report, describes the title document issued by the Fed- 
eral Government to terminate the trust created by the trust patent 
issued to the allottee and operates to vest the fee simple title in said 
allottee or his heirs or devisees. (See 25 C. F. R. 121.2.) Of course, 
patents in fee as well as deeds are used in conveyances to the purchasers 
of lands in the sales described in item 1. 

3. Takings for public purposes—As the phrase implies, this is a 
taking of Indian land for public use, either by purchase with the 
consent of the owner, or if that cannot be obtained, then by condem- 
nation proceedings. Some of the purposes for which land may be 
taken are for rights-of-way for public roads and railroads, for con- 
struction of dams and reservoirs, for parks, and for various other 
uses by other branches of the Government, both State and Federal, 
that are in the interests of the general public. Authority for the 
sale of Indian land is stated in item 1 above. The act of February 5, 
1948 (62 Stat. 17; 25 U.S. C. 323-8), provides general authority for 
granting rights-of-way over Indian lands. Allotted Indian lands 
may be condemned for any public purpose under the laws of the State 
or Territory where located, in the same manner as land owned in fee 
is condemned, and the money aw: arded as damages is p: us to the allot- 
tee (act of March 3, 1901, sec. 3; 31 Stat. 1084, 25 U.S. C. 357 
Although the subject may ‘not be entirely free from ik. it is our 
view that in the absence of st: itutory authorization tribal Indian 
lands may not be condemned. 

Removal of restrictions.—In some instances, where land has been 
purchased by an Indian with trust or restricted funds, title to the 
land is held under a deed to the individual Indian which contains a 
restriction against alienation or encumbrance without the consent of 
the Secretary of the Interior. W here the land is held under such a 
deed, an order removing restrictions is issued. These restrictions are 
caelonal by the Secret ary of the Interior under his general supervisory 
authority over the expenditure of trust or restricted funds and the 
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restrictive clause is the sole authority for the removal of such restric- 
tions. (See 25 C. F. R. 121.49 for authority.) 

5. To fee status by inheritance or devise; and 11, to fee status by 
probate.—The act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 856), and the act of Feb- 
ruary 14, 1913 (37 Stat. 678), provide for the determination of heirs 
by the Secretary and the disposition and sale of allotments of deceased 
Indians. It has been held that where a non-Indian or an alien Indian 
inherits or is devised trust or restricted lands, such person takes un- 
restricted fee title by operation of law. (See Levindale Lead Com- 
pany v. Coleman, 241 U.S. 482 (1916), and Bailess v. Paukune, 344 
U.S 3.171 (1952).) 

;. Eachanges to fee status—With the approval of the Secretary, 
exc naane of individually owned Indian band may be made in accord- 
ance with title 25, Code of Federal Regulations, section 121.9, and if 
the exchange is with a non-Indian or Indian desiring fee title, the 
7 land exchanged is taken in a fee status. 

Certificates of ¢ competency.—Under the act of June 25, 1910 (36 
Stat. 855), Indians may file applications for certificates of competency 
for lands held under restr icted fee patents. Ifthe Secretary finds the 
applicant capable of managing his own affairs and tr ansacting his own 
business, he removes the restrictions on the land by the issuance of a 
certificate of competency. Certificates of competency are issued in 
accordance with title 25, Code of Federal Regulations, sec- 
tions 121.3-121.7. 

8. To fee status by partition. —In accordance with the act of May 
18, 1916 (39 Stat. 127), if the Secretary finds that any inherited trust 
allotments are capable of partition to the advantage of the heirs, he 
may cause such lands to be partitioned among them, regardless of 
their competency, patents in fee to be issued to the competent heirs for 
their share, and trust patents to be issued to the incompetent heirs for 
the lands respectively or jointly set apart for them. 

9. Canceled duplicate allotments.—The acts of January 26, 1895 
(28 Stat. 641), and April 23, 1904 (33 Stat. 297), provide that in all 

cases where it appears that a double allotment of land was wrongfully 
or erroneously made by the Secretary to any Indian by an assumed 
name or otherwise, or where a mistake was made i in the description of 
the land inserted in the patent, the Secretary is authorized and directed, 
during the time that the United States may hold the title to the land 
in trust for any such Indian, to rectify and correct such mistakes and 
cancel any patent which may have been erroneously or wrongfully 
issued. If possession of the original patent cannot be obtained, such 
cancellation is effective if made upon the records of the General Land 
Office (now Bureau of Land Management). The land in the canceled 
allotment reverts to its former status; that is, if it was originally tribal 
land, it again becomes tribal land, or if it had been public domain, it 
reverts to the public domain. 

10. Z'o fee status by gift.—Title 25, Code of Federal Regulations, 
section 121.24, permits an Indian owner of trust or restricted land, 
with the approval of the Secretary, to convey the land to a member 
of his or her immediate family for less than the appraised value. 
Such a gift of land may be made for “$1, love and affection,” on the 
part of the recipient of the gift. In this instance the land may be 
taken in fee if desired. For purposes of reporting, we consider this 


80451—58——-7 
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type of transaction as a sale to fee status. See authorities at begin- 
ning of title 25, Code of Federal Regulations, part 121. 

11. See item 5 above. 

12. To fee status by guardianship sale.-—There are no true guardian- 
ship sales in the usual sense of that term conducted by the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. In certain instances where the consent of all of the 
owners to the sale of land is required and minors or non compos mentis 
Indians are involved, the appointment of a legal guardian to grant 
such consent is required. The sale, however, is conducted by the Bu- 
reau under its supervised sales procedure as described in title 25, Code 
of Federal Ragaletions, sections 121.9-121.31. The only places where 
pe sales are conducted by the courts are at Osage and Five 

jivilized Tribes in Oklahoma, under authority of statutes of special 
application to those jurisdictions. 

We trust this will give you the desired information. 

Sincerely yours, 


(SGD) E. V. Urz, 
Assistant Commissioner. 








ANALYSIS OF VOLUME OF TRANSACTIONS INVOLVING 
DISPOSAL OF INDIVIDUAL INDIAN TRUST LANDS TO 
FEE STATUS 


Tue Lisrary or ConGREss, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 18, 1968. 
To: Hon. James KE. Murray. 
From: Indian Affairs. ain 
Subject: Volume of transactions involving disposal of individual In- 
dian trust lands. 


Tables enclosed herein are designed to show volumes of transac- 
tions involved in the disposal of individual Indian lands to fee status, 
1948-57. They were prepared in response to a telephone call from Mr. 
Victor O. Reinemer on June 9, 1958. Precise definitions of the vari- 
ous types of transactions have been requested of the Indian Bureau 
to assist in the interpretation of these data. The returns from Five 
Civilized Tribes were late and had to be supplied in an appendix 
since they were not available at the time statistical calculations were 
made. 

Table I? shows area totals, by years, of individual Indian land 
transactions. It will be seen that in volume of transactions over the 10 
years in question Muskogee is in the lead, followed by Aberdeen, Bill- 
ings, and Anadarko in the order named. Intermediate are Minne- 
apolis, Sacramento, and Portland in the order named. Gallup and 
Phoenix show very few transactions. 

The sense of table I then is that in searching for the background 
of individual Indian land transactions one would commence with 
areas having the highest totals. Within these areas would be found 
the individual agencies with the highest volumes of transactions. 

Tables II through X show the totals of individual Indian land 
transactions, by agencies, for the period, 1948-57. Table II (Aber- 
deen) shows that the highest volume of transactions were at Fort 
Berthold followed by Pine Ridge, Rosebud, Cheyenne River, and 
Standing Rock in the order named. Table III (Anadarko) shows the 
highest volume of transactions at Kiowa, followed by Osage, Chey- 
enne-Arapaho, and Pawnee in the order named. Table IV (Billings) 
shows the highest volume of transactions at Crow, followed close- 
ly by Fort Peck, and then Blackfeet and Flathead in the order named. 
Table V (Gallup) does not indicate any notable volume of individual 
land disposal transactions. Table VI (Minneapolis) shows the great- 
er number of transactions in Minnesota agency followed fairl 
closely by the other jurisdiction, Great Lakes. Table VII (Musko- 
gee) shows a vast preponderance in volume of transactions at Five 


* Source of tables I-XII: Returns to questionnaire of April 17, 1958, addressed to 
certain Indian Bureau agencies by the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 
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Civilized Tribes agency. Table VIII (Phoenix) shows no sizable 
volume of transactions in disposal to trust status of individual Indian 
land. Table IX (Portland) shows the largest volume of transactions in 
northern Idaho, followed by Colville, and western Washington in the 
order named. Table X (Sacramento) shows a vast preponderance of 
transactions in California agency. 

The next table XI lists the agencies without regard to their area 
affiliations, in the order of their volume of transactions from greatest 
to least. Five Civilized Tribes should precede Fort Berthold, hav- 
ing a total of 4,447 transactions. After Fort Berthold in order of 
volume greatest to least of the first dozen are Crow, Fort Peck, Minne- 
sota, California, Blackfeet, Pine Ridge, Kiowa, Great Lakes, and 
Rosebud. 

The last table, table XII, gives totals by types of transactions, with 
the agencies arranged i in terms of gross volumes. The design of this 
table is to explain ‘the nature of the transactions involved in the dis- 
posal to fee status of individual Indian lands. Here again Five 
Civilized Tribes should head the list. At Fort Berthold it can be 
seen that takings for public purposes overshadow the list. At Crow, 
Fort Peck, and Blackfeet patents in fee overshadow sales to fee status, 
and may be, in considerable part, the results of private laws. 

Wiriiam H. Grirperr. 


TABLE I1.—Bureau of Indian Ajffairs, area totals, individual Indian land disposal 





transactions 
ee i e ree oa | 

Area 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 1952 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 1957 | Total | Aver- 

| } | | age 

ies 
SSeS se -s - | —s a _ “| re 7” nome > 
dGlethen rigs oc S. | 167 | 428 158 11,459 | 141 | 176 | 569} 240| 348] 347] 4,033] 403.0 
inate... _....... 195] 149} 121 | 122] 111 | 143] 207] 179] 331 | 468] 2,026] 203.0 
DR Lis nce aN..dsecet 176} 140 179 | 248 | 640 | 956 721} 269} 490 | 3,905 | 390.5 
SE cccctdushelpae Selina on 12 | 7 14 4 1 nae 1 | 1 | 40 | 4.0 
Minneapolis --------- osetia a 37 3 173 249 422 486 | 421 } 1, 791 179.0 

Muskogee a pibaim ee . - -- shee dicewilide deh eas s-[vn -----|-------|----- 
ee 4 5 1 Sa 4 3 2 1 4 25 2.5 
Portland___....-..--- | 34 41 40| 82| 95} 90] 84| 162] 171] 288 | 1,087] 109.0 
Sacramento....------ : 44 74 148 | 338} 109| 132 67 89; 118; 652] 1,171 | 117.0 
Ts. si cteeds 530 873 620 |2, 225 721 (1,362 |2,136 |1,815 |1,725 |2,071 |14,088 |1, “401. 0 


TasL_e IIl.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Aberdeen area transactions, individual 
Indian land disposal 


Jurisdiction 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 | Total | Aver- 
age 

Cheyenne River i3 20 5 1 10 10 278 7 41 ll 396 40.0 
Fort Berthold. 3 1, 352 { 12 21 2 2/ 1,396 | 140.0 
Pierre __.-_- 7 0 19 10 17 17 15 14 16 59 183 18.0 
Pine Ridge- - - 54 7 20 25 56 88 163 115 136 83 813 81.0 
Rosebud 3 143 74 37 25 17 56 66 117 139 727 73.0 
Sisseton -.--- l 3 5 9 15 22 3 3 12 3 7.0 
Standing Rock 28 175 33 10 16 16 7 8 10 30 73 27.0 
Turtle Mountain con- 

solidated_._- 1 ‘ 1 i 3 3 
Winnebago. - 9 7 $ 19 8 8 16 16 22 10 119 12.0 


Total. 157 428 158 |1, 459 141 176 569 250 348 347 | 4,043 104. 0 
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TABLE III.—Bwureau of Indian Affairs, Anadarko area transactions, individual 
Indian land disposal 














| | l | l | l | 
Jurisdiction 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 | Total | Aver- 
| age 
| | | | | | 
Cheyenne and Arapaho.| 74 10 | Sa- 6 | 9 40 53 | 91 78 381 | 38 
DE, comditibycetmirairases 35| 66] 53 51 51 66 97 77 | 128; 175 799 80 
i 26 18; 12 12 9 9 13 13 | 43 131 236 | 29 
Potawatomi. ......-- ‘ 10 | 4 | 2 | 5 1 | s 2 7 15 | 30 84 8 
Shawnee_.....-- an et is SPs Wits WB 4 2 10 14] 14| 8} 8 
SN Sonam cemea anions | 43 | 46 28 31 40 47 53 19 40 | 40 | 392 | 39 
TOMS stivdcncane “195, | 149 121 122 111 | 143 | 207 179 331 | 468 | 2,103 210 








1 Includes possibly tribal, as well as individual disposals, 


TasLE IV.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Billings area transactions, individual 
Indian land disposal 











Jurisdiction 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 Total | Aver- 
| | | | | age 

| | 

| | 
BINNS oe eee nnccccnss 1 42 22 21 45 | 214 282 89 50 | 150 919 92.0 
NN 31 60 86 103 | 140| 187] 283 | 266 68 | a 1, 295 129. 5 
Flathead... 5 2 sane 11 20; 31} 36) 2 25; 39 197 | 20.0 

Fort Belknap ‘consoli-- | | | | 
dated aa et cue 1 aio 6 34 | 38 6 12 19; 7} 120 
Fort Peck... -- re 44| 70 29 40 36 | 161 | 291] 313; 106] 180] 1,270} 127.0 
Northern Cheyenne 7 ahaa enon tei at eae 5} 6 3} 17] 3t 3.0 
Wind miver. ...-.-..... is 1 2 4 1 13} 21] 138 5} M4] 76} 8&0 
ee ee | g6] 176] 140 | 179) 248 | 640} 956] 721 | 269 400 | 3, 905 006 | 90.6 90. 5 


TaBLe V.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Gallup area transactions, individual Indian 
land disposal 











| | | | | | 
Jurisdiction | 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 | Total | Aver- 
| | age 
| | } } 
Consolidated Ute | | ‘ 2 | 1 : E isseauad 
Jiearilla... | 7 locad 3 OC biusc 
Mescalero__._- E | ! ; 0 = » 
Navajo_...- ; | “ 2 14 | 4 | 1 l 22 | 2 
United Pueblo-- } 12 5 ; | } is = 1 18 | 2 
Zuni-_... ; ; a 
‘ piintincnis incense) atcha testi Riddick able 
Total 12 7 14 4 l 2 1 41 4 
| | 


TABLE VI.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Minneapolis transactions, individual 
Indian land disposal 








j | | | 

Jurisdiction 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 1955 | 1956 | 1957 | Total Aver-} 
| | | | | | | age { 

i. 2 SD. oe | | | | } Li | } ¥ } 

: | | | | | | | 
ih SO. cnn anenatnnaien eine tobi 37 3} 142 200 92 154 165 | 793 | 79 
PRUNOGUNE. |. nice caulicecendinwoasd esentutl 31} 49] 330] 332] 256] 998 100 
POR cccconsoact dink eidadchiline ene 37 3} 173 249 422 486 | 421 | 1,791 179 
4 
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TasLe VII.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Muskogee area transactions of land 














disposal 
ee eee 
Jurisdiction 1948 | 194¢ 1950 1951 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956} 1957] T 
papel dan | nme Llosa AEE Bho 
I ARIE idk Sik dnt ntite eeerhinenselcdnaclaotsotccadi Scions Rakcnie 
Five Civilized Tribes Agency- 





198 | 149 | 202 | 615 | 469 | 754 | 611 | 545 | 426 | 336 
} 7} 9| 8} 8] 17] a] 18) 15] 25 


9 


Quapaw area field office...__-- 
Seminole Agency...-......--.- — litcninl siwce pane asi] mai ont eoaese 





TEs ccantiwonsctthon aie 210 | 156 | 211 | 623 | 477 | 771 | 682 | 563 | 441 | 363 


Taste VIII.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Phoenia area transactions 


Indian land disposal 








‘otal | Average 


4,305 | 430.5 


140 14.0 
2 2 
4, 447 445.0 


, individual 


be ‘ = — pecan = 
| | 
Jurisdiction 1948 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 | Total | Aver- 
j | | | age 
Colorado River....._-- a oe oe 5 ned a od 7 34 ie 0 pate 
Fort Apache............ Siidwiks pcdadtada ua Cue det lodw dea ededsapivedahbivewstiie~a : DiGi oak ca 
PIES, shea puccennanes een L thba nee sake emia ini Lakin dud escdaabewtesesecddn Olives 
Pe asciahcssdipcsapenseekind Datei | 2 eee SE. Batches 4 2 2 | 10 1.0 
amet cS So yt he St eae) adinceadncelsetesn [was denies bmn nawaralecmane lina © lcceiatte 
ee See 2 te a 2 ee ee ee ee LE D fendenue 
San Carlos__............ Resse Pei SO ees 2 Bm Se te Se Pg oe Oe 
Uintah and Ouray------ 4 4 Diss cath teed d Pence! Decal 1 4 15 1.5 
ee | 4 5 1 htt al 3 2 cbs 25 2.5 


TABLE IX.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Portland area transactions 
Indian land disposal 


| | | = 


Jurisdiction 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 1956 | 1957 
| | ih Mest fo ee | 

aisha eile cea tniias ilnactind niacin actin acetate acne ea ttre ni = 
Colville.......-. ae 3 3 17 32 3 11 11 60 | 54 57 
i | a, Pe 2 1 2 | 5 11 2 4 | 5 3 9 
Northern Idaho...---.-- 3 1( 12 28 55 61 41 50 | 35 16 
WIR srinineacncnnes [eh TR aaa des 3 1 | 1 71 wt Se Oe 
Warm Springs........-.- 1 1 BS Nicasd 1 1 2 2 6 { 
Western Washington- --_|-..-.- I iat 7 9 10 5; 18] 4() 117 
TR ho cvcctiicctndes 5 12 8 7 15 4 14 18} 2] 34 

RES cacposnunand 34) 41 40 82 95 | 9 84} 162; 171 | 288 


1 Includes possibly tribal as well as individual disposals. 


TABLE X.—Bureau of Indian Affairs, Sacramento area transactions 
Indian land disposal 





Jurisdiction 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 
California Agency - --.-- 43| 67] 132] 304] 102] 117 49 7 76 25 
Hoopa area field office __|...--- 3 9 23 1 10 2 10 20 23 
Riverside area _ field | | | | | | 

OD dcttlnnccnteaccon | 1 | 4} 7 | 11 | 6 15 16 5 22 4 





132| 67| 89] 118] 652 


Pee 5. kd ----| 44| 74] 148| 338| 109 | 


, individual 


Total | Aver- 


age 

251 25 
42 4 
311 31 
121 12 
19 2 
206 21 
137 14 
1, 087 104 


, individual 


Total | Aver- 


age 
989 99 
101 | 10 
91 9 
1, 181 118 
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TABLE XI.—List of Indian Bureau agencies in terms of volume of transactions 
whereby individual Indian land passed out of trust status, 1948-57 


99 


23. 


24. 


orm 


“aw. 


26. 


. Minnesota 
. California 


. Rosebud — 
, Ghevyenne. River............ 
12. 
13. 
. Northern 
5. Pawnee 
16. 
- Colville... 
. Western Washington________ 
9. Flathead 
20. 


21. 


Se el 
. Crow 


SE Be ndcnincnstiinesnresstinien 


ROR CE cite tviciiiiantinabtindiniiadiidunbile 
I, a acetic iA Nlacbtasicseichasit 


Ds RON aichinc ected eniahiarihasdisestinaiin a vibes 


POO GRAD cit dactiakcinsienhiiechig heli 


Osage — halts 
Cheyenne and Arapaho___-__- 
BANG i cthictnes tetanic 


EST) i eT, Se 


Re ates tistics paenme atasin ceed 
WURDE WW acnccctenwwinnnnnae 
A in a behets ticeiccice 
Nr NGA UN asap cassie aitealaatcsinctninceistasncen 
AW RIO ioe scsi hcchilli ee emzaite wah 
Fort Belknap Consolidated_-_ 
Hoopa 


1, 396 
1, 295 
1, 270 
998 
989 
919 
813 
799 
793 


FOr 


27 
396 
392 
381 

311 

286 
273 
251 
206 
197 
183 
140 
137 
121 

119 
117 
101 





o”7 


a= 


28. 


29. 


30. 
. Sisseton 


2 
o 


|} 99 


22 


oo. 


> 


> 


9 
ve 


49. 


50. 


34. 
| 35. 
| 36. 
| 37. 
38. 


. Seminole_ 
40. 
41, 
42. 
43. 
44, 
15. 
46. 
47. 
48. 


Ost EAR. candi Sede 
Northern Cheyenne__-______ 
IRONGROL 2) SOC ES ok, 
Warm Springs 
United. Pugliese 
Uintah and Ouray_________-_ 
Turtle Mountain Consoli- 

dated 


Consolidated Ute 
Pima 
Jicarilla 


BAN CATIOB oi eee 
Papago 
MOM weccnatdti cis Lee 
Port ‘Apaeie. i st. 
PUMA. oc mice bh Cie 


91 
84 
84 
76 
73 
42 
31 
22 
19 
18 
15 


SCooooo ooo OorFNA 


TaBLeE XII.—Volume of transactions, 1948-57, by type involved in the disposal of 


to least gross volume ! 


1. 


2. 


3. 


Fort Berthold: 
Annual average 
Largest volume (in 1951) 
Patents in fee__-_ 


Sales to fee status 


Takings for public purposes (Garrison Dam on 


Crow: 


Annual average__-_---_- 
Largest volume (in 1954) 
Patents in fee 


Exchanges to fee status 
Fort Peck: 


Annual average 
Largest volume (in 1955) 
Patents in fee 


To fee status by inheritance or devise 
To fee status by partition 


To fee status by inheritance or devise 


individual Indian lands from trust status, arranged by agency in order of greatest 


18 
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4. Minnesota: 


Largest volume (in 1956)____.....------- 
PROSE IO TOO) wilds chu donee dalle cnmeme 
Certificates of competency ____.-.-_------ 


To fee status by inheritance or devise 


LJEROSICO GUDEORUR MMOMIUNIS: 5 055 So... onc scnnnnencea8ee55—-Ue 


RIGS Ui Foe RORIBR ST Jo3 400 8. Seo. cn ow 
5. California Agency: 


DOI eet ep ad eek ie mac mne Oe 


PTT BOTA. Fe 8 ERB wma 
Largest volume (in 1951) ...-.....------ 
Pee DS0GNER. | So. pivicagdech sab + ae ka < cee 


Se Soke MIO cee ie BE were ce 


Public domain fee patents___........-.--- 


Public domain sales to fee status 
Public domain orders removing restrictions 


6. Blackfeet: 


ee Ns Us Ce a ee OED 


VERE DUPRE ica tha is Sellen meine 
Largest volume (in 1954)_.__-_._..._-_-_- 
gS EE eee ee ee tee 


COreemeates OF COMMMNORET.. os 4 Soa.6<. nie balvewa Sushawew'd ac 


Removal of restrictions 
To fee status by inheritance or devise 


7. Pine Ridge: 


8. Kiowa: 


9. Great Lakes: 


70 166 BURCUS DY PATUtiONn. .+—=-—-- . ee ee cee 
epeeNmnner th IR ONC sr di aa a nnigiic an cipemd ine eons 
inset he FOO MAAS ie ois ek bc eRntiownc wt ew awenesounii an 
PN i ah it tc ga Be a leche i Si 
SII i. he gh on ta anll viacodt area tite orks ate demic elaine phate Mie 
ENG OPENS TID) 2UOE 6 wien ocenensanudanscansuastiuaddwecus 
eI oN Suk Si Ae et See eee) 
RS a I ie eal Ne Be 
Nt TN I SR eT, a rte ie, doaseniatain lee: 
I tO he, ti eli ee EE 
een Cor TOR NUMUUE ial. cn aaa es eu aleeke bab eons 
‘EREIRGE FOF DUNNO PUTDOROB . «4 asin nw and ontmeohebemmanenen wen 
a Tih a hs Bi a ee lt ca hela — 
te a i 
Largest volume (in 1957)____- ee eae ee ae 
I I a at tt gs re Re Me t's eaaalts Siti bites x 
STONROITE 0n  i n w  dit t a 
To fee status by inheritance or devise__._..------------------ 
LO 100 BtGyUs DY DAT ANOD...« «dae nncees dRSANNS HS ee MaRees @ 
TCA Oe TON WERti tty atu ae weeleueiwee< 
I a nt aGwee tenn a See 
SPORE BOF DUNC DUTDUOOS. ... ssuncccseuccnusndsanessembane< 
a a a a el ek Bee bw 
I A de elas cnn ie Mii Re ae em 
amma aS CONN 0 nan eb nbeb a meee « 
ER Rn nel hed nn wieneeab « 
CartInenins Of GOUIMELONGY 6 sob us bi daeeedal ads wccnce ewe en-- 
Removal of restrictions_._..._--- edt ees sh ete} ot oo 
To fee status by inheritance or devise... ...-.-----------.---- 
i i Ai pA ab ONanacdeenane nn weere 


TABLE XII.—Volume of transactions, 1948-57, by the type involved in the disposal 
of individual Indian lands from trust status, arranged by agency in 
greatest to least gross volume—Continued 


order of 


118 


813 
81 
163 
200 
43 
552 
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TABLE XII.—Volume of transactions, 1948-57, by the type involwed in the disposal 
of individual Indian lands from trust status, arranged by agency in order of 
greatest to least gross volume—Continued 


10. Rosebud: 


SORE. ccnuendn de neaddeednndde dened eee 727 
ADBUG) GMOTEDO. 0 incon anneastsnnnwannteanan ed vole eees 73 
Largest .volume.Gn-1039)..0.. «2000004 5bbadis See eae as 143 
Patents ini iee....0sadetdaukdéadheooaennnnesacawadeduses 383 
Lzohangee in 160.8tetusss ocanccevaseeuscee TRA Les 200 
Hales to. fag: stetccawsasccasacavsanaddsbsends Te witess 133 
ReMOvVal-Of restriCliONsS ssaccacsaccsasnseseee see ee Bee 5 
To fee status by inheritance or devise__........-.-...-----.-. 1 
Takings for public purposes ....«.-<.s6sc0enaeecnnaqeucepananes 5 
11. Cheyenne River: 
RetGhuss ced ewesecezeeeneceennadsassnsacstesl tk Aiea 396 
Anpuel GVG@POR@scasccesezacsanaceuien Liisa Sas 40 
Largest volume (in 40040). < ccsumdtewescescqunsha kee 278 
Patents in W6@eusdetweenccacceccnaces ee SO es 57 
Removal‘of- ventrietions..224 (22 0 Sees 0k Se Se dw 1 
Bzcheanwes te fe0-otattGsrs cccccec cn el Vo eee ee... 13 
Sales: to fee Htatuscsc anos er os cee ee Bea eS ee aw 43 
Takings for-public-purpesetca cc cccscceaqucs lye ae en 278 
12. Osage: 
TbOhes: csreceriwectthbtdaadntcactsdtneen el SS. 392 
Anbuel aV0tete.ccccacasacacccore nee Be a A ee Pca 39 
Lesgout volume Gn 1048)... .. ..2..csensnndon et dus awaseeee 48 
Supetvieed salees<r cc cesee coc ccc en tendcaeeasacaa tana 180 
Certificates -of- competency... 2.6 cccgncccwensees st An 86 
PartitionN® sc towers swiss cr caw een ee Oe ee 58 
Probetee n20-ccee ccc erecta. Be 32 
Guardianship sales... ccs ces coe Ss eee 5 
Removal -of-restrictions 06a es ee es 13 
Fmobni® COCOG a aac os as orcas Serhan B® es 6 
Gift doudits < scccsoeew en RS Se OO, Sk See ee Bk. 2 
Condensintionts.- rere ee ee oe ies 8 
13. Cheyenne and Arapaho: 
"POtOh. 245 S464 si in nak aha a a al ee 381 
Annual average Pode SS ESBS ETA TOE BE a a TD Bas 38 
Laracest voleme (in 1066) ~~~ 220ccccccn esc aee2 lt Jae 91 
Patents in fee__ Sede ec LeSealeds lal Daina Sect eas Rs, ee ee tn aii 30 
Remevel-of restrictione ao sede re rem Oa ee ak 8 
Sales to fee status___- Saiterel eSacedatiate te Me IOS Ie I Ne ie 381 
Takines-for-puablie-purposes..= occ ee hen 52 
14. Northern Idaho: 
"Vober es etter eh ee Se eee Pw a 311 
PA) GY ORD MC a sans casein cells Re mae 31 
Toeperent: wabene: (its LOGS) aon. ntencconanconseac tia tale eel 61 
Patents in-fee= «sro osci sco a eee ea 59 
Removal of -vostrictione ~~ erick nica Ceo pente ene 2 
To fee status by inheritance or devise. -..-.-.---------------- 1 
Echande te fee: atues <5. cere eee ee 1 
Bales to fee etatus:. oe ee en 3 ee a eee 234 
Takings for public-purpodet! 20) 08 22. Sie ee Se eee keen 14 
15. Pawnee: 
Total_ sa Sale Ss i ea eal DON SE FOES in 286 
PRAIA OI iin is a ss ip csi Bice ie cae nae ea ee 29 
Largest: volume: (in: 2067) ~ = — eer eee oan 131 
Pasboartes ite Beek irae er is ws Se ea 4: 
Removal of resirigtiones <o-:.ece i ee. 10 
To fee- status by: partition....~~.. 22. 26<e2 annie s ole sess otiees 1 
PORN ac ns rr iin ee en ee 2 


Snles ta fee ctatue.....-< 20020 Pe ee ee ee aaa 320 
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TABLE XII.—Volume of transactions, 1948-57, by the type involved in the disposal 


of individual Indian lands from trust status, arranged by agency in order of 


greatest to least gross volume—Continued 


16. Standing Rock: 
a a ed here ae en oe 
RN CO i cacactaishala wns bi wah iret SN AES ih oben 
Largest number (in 1949) 
A ARR a eirrer eae abd RS 
PO Pee tOUUS DY DATMUOD..« o«<< cence atbiatiwsiwisondades. Ls 
TAAL (OMAR e. ... cenneeneu wenden ah Sebo os 


17. Colville: 


ON a es a hava ws le ait arr amn a ww aces NR gs RETA ON 
IE IN i en Ane RS IE SS 
Largest volume (in 1955) 
TRI SIRT i a cceubiuti he dbheabstaecegkain bss 
DEONOIOL 0 IRIN on no nan peek ne nndiieh> eienkek == 
To fee status by inheritance or devise 
OO ROGERS DY DATION 6 nae can ddehhe oe hed eKGensuiee = 
Patent issued to nonrestricted interest_.........-.-.----------- 
RDN SO CO GN 6s, SW ld peak ieleniaene > 
To fee status by exchange 
Pr ON Tc a a cen ie ia el ee oe 
Taking for public purposes 


18. Western Washington: 


IN Ne hai ed wine ed RRs we Mee ae 
NTO MAI I sk www ns in? ti We TOME PLES le he al EN wT Dh Se 
Largest volume (in 1957) 
NOG Re ERO 8 Gn i ee een e ne a RESO S =e 
ROMO DORUTIIIGDE 5 oc cdusennwecnccnsinhe> Hbdawsa menace 
RORIDS 1OF DUDUG DUIDONS «36 on oo news oe Hake A~ ne beeen Rhee 
NN EO RTT ELEEL e  E Soe Serene Ser ae 
10 fee status by inheritance or devise. ..........-.ss<s-4s-5-- 
CRP EEBORSS OF COINDOLODCY oo. nnn cemunannnnandunbhnewelwedeas 
School site deeded to county 


19. Flathead: 


UN se a ne ena naan amen eee ne 
RERUE EYOTORG 8 occ pe cncnnsceus sapnniliie > oe eee dewgnaben 
Largest volume (in 1957) 
ON a as a wiles as os ign Salo. eau RNSAS MTA ES tes ROME ES 
[JOE netOt Or GOIMDPLONCY... . o.ccncuconsccnscndneastsaendasas 
PISOUVELOS TODMINUIIN isin cn nxn neanenessddnwwesnndnes «<< 
‘LO 166 StGLUS DY INDECTILANCS OF GOVISC.... . «cn cnnesndedt-wening 
nS 00 TOW MURUE  ooc ccnaccnnnmdenneacusenaanesenee« 
SRN 00 SOO MINEO. so cca nkeeensknneneces nemeuededeusnwes< 


20. Pierre: 


a at aa rts bo win i mk dink dba cs led ke a 
Annual average_-_-_---- 

Largest volume (in 1957) 
tema i eR oe Bare nga Ene a 
tT er ORG ae meena naam bieamnmeae 
To fee status by inheritance or devise. ....-------.------.---- 
IE AO 208 BUNUN ries onc onc ddmened nimdndn emma ctemiie 
a is aa ial ales wa daca Ne ae 


21. Quapaw: 


Ts ia aoe a tsa te inte sco thea an ee ae anaes 
RE I Fe i em is wey BoM e ee 
Largest volume (in 1957) 
I ok ain in aii ts i me ih an ne ahah eee ele ae 
rn a emi meal mange eeeaee 
To fee status by inheritance or devise... -......-.-------..--- 
I ik emis etalon 
I eis Rew ie 


bo 
Nosh 


hoe 
On gonw 


37 
318 
47 


251 
25 


88 
183 


59 
64 

2 
16 
19 
82 


140 
14 


25 
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TABLE XII.—Volume of transactions, 1948-57, by the type involwed in the disposal 
of individual Indian lands from trust status, arranged by agency in order of 
greatest to least gross volume—Continued 


22. Yakima: 


Re nl Sh. ee ea eb ae ansawdsedeneeded keene 137 
Avinine) BUCTERCs «a cchd dc cucs ann ncniasncnnacan tummies 14 
Lareest volume. (in-1957).... 4 ..cuccoueditt.Ul gous. 34 
Fee patents or unrestricted. deed ..............--55. sb sUie sue 135 
Cancéilation of allotmoentsccs.ccccanc. Uwe SU AL Seer 3 
PROMO VAlL-GE FORUIOCODS bs a anc ndncscnsecces tse A GLa. 3 


23. Umatilla: 
a eae aan er aac aa a ee 121 
Ree ROEM a a20 cme nag sa cceunendauendndennss aun 12 


Laroost-vorme:(in- 1057)... .eseccnceccoucwsscteseU ees 51 
Patents 16 Teles ok cds ca nwencncecte. teed ws eee 72 
TLSTROVAL OT FOSGIIOUOIG «aoc xn nen cdctscncncnsenutentbatetees 2 
To fee status by inheritance or devise-_~._.......-------------- 3 
ESCRANRC-06- 106 StACIBi icc nn weve cweccnscsune bleh ies 1 
pale Gh £00 S6ANR eo wc is cnc wn ecard wc mene 12 
‘rakiag for PUblid- PurP0SCic. nn «sence deuncsenaneanesacees 31 
24. Winnebago: 
TONE. sade dwkeunatwwiwexunnwewasatevuesla eee 119 
Able) AVOTERGs ance icc n ne ci wewese SUL 2 ee. 12 
Largest number. (in-1056) 2.60.0. 0nencodusdale. Le cene. 22 
Patents itt £60 ak cc cw ccccwunkanonewiusnnmun 18 
Sales to fee status..............-.-- <n os ernarensaxan ee dt eT es 88 
Cortifientes of coenpeteney oa 16... - cc nccnncccnnenssnnnquiébies 4 
Taking for public- purpose... .....csesccececslnndn MUGS 9 
25. Fort Belknap Consolidated: 
Sadek cc 4 We hh te ie ee ht acc os sats tiny wen hata da es a 117 
Annual average- - cimediucdwee tice se eon See 12 
Leseoke. Gonuge-tin. 1006)... o < ocu nuddetvcecnduawcutieneden. 38 
POLOUtS 10 100.5 oc obec cackcddadcctddaceuwnesee eA, 59 
Leomoval of reatridtions....-~...~<icciasss 2.2 Se. 1 
To fee status by inheritance or devise... ....«<<s2sluiJioli..- 1 
Exohange to feo statutisccccccccds ccd Ae eee. 4 
Sales to foc SCAG. cc ckdcc ccdcc sce UE eee 52 
26. Hoopa: 
0) a ee ee ee ee 101 
PRAIA sn srs cicntcnsni a tered none ere eee 10 
Largest volume (in 1951 and in 1956)__..___.-_-.-_.._- Lu. ~~ 23 
Patents ith 166s ax wceew cn dwwnwuceusdllubssuu Jes eae 80 
Bales 60 160 SeAtUO conn on ccwudccscucwkunuadelben fold eel 20 
‘Taking for public. purpose... 6 «6 .cc cc cee ccccccns aus Le 1 
27. Riverside: 
Th Oe eistrninnter dite weididiumeciemiiententicaaaainnt a eas 91 
BUUAL BVGIBR GS ooiicinic cc cmtiniwenaimiaa eek diie tue Ae 9 
Leveess vouune Gin. 1956) « oon ccc nce cucueudunie nen uedauee mou 22 
PROGRES Th 100 xo c.eciccctnewatteunSccinnuaedbesde sores 58 
Removal of restrietions..........026 < osccéscccuu.casOwal cu 2 
BGS TON BENNO sei ecciinmiiadude tintin tne bee See 31 
28. Potawatomi: 
DO oininc inne mibcniannndatideeiaene LU a see. 84 
pa ee nn ee eT. ae 8 
Largest. volume. (in. 19067) oui ov: so cei eel ze wt ol. 30 
PRLORE EN TOG ko eewiiciiedccedimecteitiinewsgaltulu. Glennie. 24 
Removal of restrictions..«....<<ccwssce elueds 29 cadets... 9 
AIOE GO) FD CEQRUE nn in nec ine ae vues oon ee 50 
‘EO fee status. DY -InhertaNeG snc. on cee secs cence cceeuns elias 1 
29. Shawnee: 
TN dink cited sis clare iarimis wemeeadicmemank oO Uds tlle Ia 84 
PUNO BV OPIIII ace hates es ssn iter ered deeniwatsiantians DOL A ee 8 
Largest. volume. (in 1960)... 26. 0.6c0. deus Ss i Eee ese... 7 
MN a a 43 
OGTIOVIRT OF TIBUIIOUIIINB 6 oo oo io ca ec ce eeauneeees 13 
To fee status by inheritance or devise_............---.------- 7 


NO Oe TOG WRI iii ie visi awiicnecuccekeeenee eee 63 
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TaBLe XII.—Volume of transactions, 1948-57, by the type involved in the disposal 
of individual Indian lands from trust status, arranged by agency in order of 


greatest to least gross volume—Continued 


30. 


31. 


32. 


33. 


34, 


37. 


38. 


Wind River: 


Ca a i a a i Be kee ee eect ate ae acti 76 
Pe DIN 6 5.65 ome Ke Seca cesesennees ss Bhat deetede« 8 
ee eS OL) |, oc a ee a ae 21 
PE OOO cen ccc ce diwhubuindewss dunce 660010 cus 23 
een tir cn SON nn cn ncn decuceinds coumewelocegeub« 9 
ee ae meee gs cuceee ne mane seettedaceuuek-~ 41 
Ene ROT DUO DUTDORCE : cs oan ccc cncicei uunccucwsccesliles 2 
Sisseton: 
a i a as a la EN . ‘ 73 
RE RERUN eb ce éeweweaxncein nb. anwilees — 7 
Largest number (in 1954) wee neels J 2 22 
BI Re De on ra tar gs Seen ine Rete Gad od cag 24 
Removal of restric tions a atten claire ce ind ee te neg Scat Aaah 7 
SER as CEE ee eee meee wield: . en 42 
Fort Hall: 
I ee pk Eine phate ae 12 
Annual average_- - -- nies twee cetipeurt cian 4 
Largest volume (in 1952) _....-..----~ ee yeaa 11 
CAP OCRTER OT POINDOUERNCY 5 oo onec cow eckeew~esuetinngsleaeds- 14 
Exchange to fee status__..______- cist sae I wy l 
Sales to fee status______-_- a iss 23 
Northern Cheyenne: 
NE isc x wis Sui vnitieitwiwieaaewsétecmvditernwmem sialon 31 
Annual average gusteistinwebews Re 3 
Largest voume (in 1065)... . 2... 56 occnekwiibcune seen) 6 
IRIS S83 ne a iiokwn eww ews 26 
Navajo: 
I a a Ns ASD es ccs ates wie a ease eens . 22 
SI OO raigkivn ede he wewwe nee eeleeeees ’ 2 
Largest volume (in 1952) Swine se dcedenae i 14 
mere eerie Get 8 ent. ae ela Rael Weel 5 l 
Removal from trust ; status saowdaces wtoln I 
To fee status by partition ee ee ee d 2 
Sales to fee status or non- Indians ak asi ahr sans wile anaes awe ea aMtiaasa oe hates 18 
Warm Springs: 
a a gs ee i 7 19 
Annual average_--_--_-~- > pads ai pss ale ew 2 
Largest v olume (in 195 56). a me oe eh ell. 6 
Snes i ns ee wai hades 4 oe 18 
United Pueblos: 
SoCal. a ee dich wattage rae 18 
OPN I 2 og Sd ge i oie elena a 2 
Largest volume (in ties cere ee 12 
I I a a on a ut ee) ees 17 
a we nn bees teeteamatax« l 
Uintah and Ouray: 
a a a ee eet olen 15 
ee Ne ee CSE o a dcnne OSCAR ES 1:6 
Se (in PGR. Dn 1k ee Renee eee ane 5 
IEEE OUR SES oe eee siete saducee Awe 10 
To fee status by inheritance or devise.............-..-----.--- 1 
i SiR amide maw’ Jeee dn 3 
Teens 16-106 SIGUE. os cos cccceeelSivesksasareer eins 1 
Nevada: 
NS ce a ae ee Le a ee el ee hw 10 
RS 65 oe oe hd eee ee wea se CREE 1 
A OAC ERIS i ewes dcdeoneeeanaeea~e 4 
PR I Nt aehensecamedinuaetbsa 8 
Exchanges to fee status 1 
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TABLE XII.—Volume of transactions, 1948-57, by type involved in the disposal of 
individual Indian lands from trust status, arranged by agency in order of great- 
est to least gross volume—Continued 


39. Turtle Mountain Consolidated A: 


Total number_ a Gt ca: secs sc kx is atl ra cn ote Ba elt cacti 3 
Anwnal avetege. (o4c: 3 Soliton cd. el ila ese See 3 
URS TURIN ona aie gap wb axe SS aS caidas go coh ds Je nice edi anc 
rm ENG a a Be Se 2 
BEDE OE Gir POEUROUNOIN Sonics oie er cic on escneie tenn see l 
To North Dakota for TB sanatorium.............------------ 1 
40. Seminole: 
WORM occ kwrcccawen ana onkdeceec erica ele eee 2 
Annual average___. “in ain oe salads Te La Becca wee RE TO ee 2 
Takings for public purposes BS cx cars as ssc tc Sages eee 2 
41. Consolidated Ute: 
Total Bar wit esse ee i ae ei ln pn’ isa eth cc i es ec ah lc 1 
Certificate of competency Jt. Stila a ee ee ee ncaa ethene aa I 
42. Pima, total-_- 6 tn css as ia Nd et gic ee 0 
43. Jicarilla, total_....__- son a Sa sa ok a te ttn ca 0 
On: “CORN. CGMS co Ba one ecwi ao ceeeoe een et eee ee ae 0 
en. RIGeerere Tver: tOLAle 3 os Sco oe eee eee 0 
46. San Carlos, total__ sae ee 


47. Papago, total_- pidiascaidetabe nace: Aedecomiie 0 
48. Hopi, total... - fae sae se se aa i ae a ti aleve 0 
49. Fort Apache, total- - ; 0 
0 
0 


50. Zu me _ i, et we. ee er he 
51. Mescalero, total 


Appendix, Five Civilized Tribes: 
ROSA «do aca done RNa Soe da tee 2 ee 4, 447 


Annual average____- ee eee ey ee ee ee 445 
Largest volume (in IN tn csiise a: Sic. a-ssasdies Hie se ako 6 Gaede 771 
INGIHOVGL On TUMETIO IONE) 65 oa bce ee aescees owen eee 419 
pales to fee status...........-.- si sasaki sone an ah ccnp tal pls ce ee 2, 878 
Heirship - See eee awe easecasacacsanassoasassen 419 


LRRHOCLOC Pini IBN MAINO. on oo ett koe 56 








REAL ESTATE ACTIVITIES OF THE INDIAN TRIBES 


Tue Lisrary or ConcRress, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 31, 1958. 
To: Hon. James E. Murray. 
From: Indian Affairs. 
Subject: Real-estate activities of the Indian tribes. 


In response to a request from Mr. Victor O. Reinemer of your office 
on October 8, 1958, I am herewith submitting this memorandum and 
accompanying chart which will help to summarize the returns on 
tribal real-estate activities from the committee questionnaire of April 
17, 1958, on Indian land transactions. 

Land ac quisition programs of Indian tribes appear to be mainly 
confined to Aberdeen, Billings, and Portland areas. The real-estate 
activities of the various tribes vary considerably from minor interest 
toac omprehensive real-estate program and staff. 

In the Aberdeen area the following agencies indicated tribal real- 
estate activities: Cheyenne River, Fort Berthold, Crow Creek, Lower 
Brule, Pine Ridge, Rosebud, Standing Rock, Turtle Mountain, and 
Fort Totten. 

Cheyenne River—The land and forestry committee of the tribal 
council, composed of members of the council, reviews all land sale 
applications to determine if purchase by the tribe is feasible. Tribal 
council resolutions dealing with a proposed program drawn up by 
the tribe relating to land acquisitions and disposal were submitted. 

Fort Berthold.—The tribal council has a land committee consisting 
of five members which considers all tribal land matters and makes 
recommendations to the council. The Doane Agricultural Service has 
been retained by the tribe to make an industrial and economic survey 
of the reservation. 

Crow Creek.—A plan of operations of the land purchase and ad- 
justment enterprise of the Crow Creek Tribe was approved April 7, 
1950. A copy of this plan was submitted to the Senate committee and 
the Pierre Agency. It included provision for the purchase by the 
tribe of key tracts of individually owned trust land, fee lands, and 
heirship tracts. The tribe has purchased land and continues to pur- 
chase land under this enterprise. 

Lower Brule —This reservation has a plan of operation of a land 
service enterprise which was approved April 7, 1950, and a copy was 
submitted by the Pierre Agency tothe Senate committee. 

Pine R idge —tThis tribe has legal counsel which advises on land 
matters. The executive committee of the tribal council is composed of 
four members who have been delegated authority to approve all land 
transactions. Resolutions are prepared on these transactions. There 
is a land committee in the tribal council composed of six members and 
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a chairman, which committee advises the tribe on long range real- 
estate activities. 

A tribal land enterprise was set up during 1947 to coordinate the 
tribal land program of land purchasing, exchanging, leasing, and graz- 
ing permit issuance with the agency. The plan of opel ration of the 
Oglala Sioux Tribe Leasing Service Enterprise, June 18, 1947, was also 
submitted. 

The tribe has been active in land consolidation and in assisting 
individual members in liquidating delinquent credit loans by purchas- 
ing their lands. 

Rosebud.—The tribal land committee is made up of five members 
who review all cases involving the acquisition, disposal, or changes in 
the status of tribally owned lands. This committee makes recommen- 
dations to the tribal council. The tribal land enterprise, organized 
in 1943, is a subsidiary organization under the tribal council but with 
its own board of directors. A copy of the bylaws of the tribal enter- 
prise was submitted to the Senate committee. 

Standing Rock.—A tribal land enterprise was approved September 
16, 1947, with the stated purpose of consolidating and improving the 
tenure of the land base. Purchase of key tracts of individually owned 
lands or restricted lands and alienated lands were included in parts of 
its program. The enterprise is managed by a committee of six mem- 
bers of the tribal council and these are chosen by the council. 

Turtle Mountain —The advisory committee of the Turtle Mountain 
Tribe acts in the capacity of a real-estate committee with authority to 
approve real-estate activities. This committee, however, may delegate 
its authority to the chairman and secretary in a resolution. 

Fort Totten —A tribal land enterprise was approved December 
1947. Inthe Billings area the Blackfeet, Fort Belknap, and ns. n 
Cheyenne agencies indicated some degree of real-estate activity by the 
tribes. 

Blackfeet—A land committee of the tribal council reviews land 
transactions and recommends final council action. There is a tribal 
land enterprise. 

Fort Belknap.—A standing committee of four from the tribal coun- 
cil reviews offers to sell land to the tribe and makes its recommenda- 
tions to the council as a whole. 

Northern Cheyenne.—The real-estate committee of the tribal coun- 
cil has authority for determining key tracts in purchasing land un- 
der the present land program. 

In the Gallup area only the Navajo tribe indicated any marked 
real-estate activities. 

Navajo—tThe advisory committee, resources committee, and the 
land use and survey office all furnish advice and assistance to the 
tribal council on real-estate activities. The land use and survey 
office of the tribe makes investigations and recommendations to tribal 
authorities regarding land acquisition and disposal. 

In the Portland area tribal interest in real-estate activities was indi- 
cated at Colville, Spokane, Fort Hall, Nez Perce, and Yakima. 

CoWille.—The land and forestry committee of the tribal council 
handles matters relating to land acquisition and disposal. 

Spokane.—The tribal council acts on land acquisition and dis- 
posal. 
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Fort Hall.—The land committee of the tribal business council rec- 
ommends acquisitions. 

Nez Perce—The tribe has a committee relating to land sales. 

Yakima.—An extensive program for land acquisition was presented 
in regard to the tribal land program, with special emphasis on key 
tracts. 

In the Sacramento area Hoopa and Palm Springs indicated activ- 
ity in land programing as related to acquisitions and disposal. 

‘Hoopa.—The tribal land and real-estate committee advises with 
and makes recommendations to the tribal council. 

Palm Springs—The tribal council is authority on real-estate 
matters. 

In the Minneapolis area the Minnesota Agency indicated some 
activity relating to tribal acquisition of certain lands, expressing this 
in the form of tribal council resolutions. 

A summary of the results of the questionnaire as shown in the chart 
of tribal land activities follows. 

(1) Tribal real-estate employees: There were 19 tribes having such 
employees and the total was 45 employees. The average per tribe 
was 1.4 such employees. Nine of these tribes were in the Aberdeen 
area, four in Gallup, two in Billings, two in Portland, and one each 
in Minneapolis and Phoenix. 

(2) Agency real-estate employees paid for by tribes: There were 
10 tribes reported as paying in whole or in part the salaries of 42 
such employees. The average was 4.2 agency employees per tribe. 
Billings had 4 of the tribes, Gallup and Portl: ind 2 each, and Phoenix 
and Minneapolis 1 each. 

(3) Seven tribes were reported to have real-estate advisers or con- 
sultants regularly employed. Phoenix and Portland areas had 2 tribes 
each; Billings, Gallup, and Sacramento 1 each. 

(4) There were 10 tribes reported to have real-estate committees 
with authority to approve tribal real-estate activities. Aberdeen, 
Billings, and Gallup areas had 3 tribes each, and Portland 1. 

(5) There were 21 tribes reported to have real-estate committees 
which advised with the tribal council. Billings had 6 tribes, Aber- 
deen, Portland 5 each, Gallup 4, and Sacramento 1. 

(6) There were 11 tribes reported as employing private consultants 
on I: ind matters. Billings had 3 tribes, Aberdeen, Gallup, and Phoe- 
nix 2 each, and Anadarko and Portland 1 each. 

(7) Tribal land enterprises were reported for 20 tribes. Aberdeen 
had 9 tribes, Billings 7, Portland 3, and Gallup 1. 

(8) Three tribes were instructed to turn over real-estate activities 
to the Indian Bureau. Two of these were in Portland and one in 
Phoenix. 

(9) The number of tribes for whom tribal council resolutions were 
submitted was 19. Six tribes were in Aberdeen area, five in Portland, 
four in Billings, two in Minneapolis, one each in Anadarko and 
Gallup. 

(10) The number of tribes for whom land programs were submitted 
was 10. Three tribes each were from Aberdeen, Billings, and Port- 
land, one from Gallup. 

Wirr1am H. GrBerrt. 
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i a | Number of tribal real-estate es listed. 2 2 2 2 5 ae 2 2 bis ott Riahiee My Beinn eet 
b | Positions identified. ........... ..... Yes| Yes| Yes| Yes} Yes} Yes} No/| Yes} Yes} Yes} No} No} No} No} No} No 
e | Annual salary given.................-.-- el ata Yes | Yes| Yes| Yes| Yes| Yes} No| Yes| Yes| Yes} No| No| No} No} Noj} No 
d | Nature of work.._.......-.- .-eecee----------| YOS| Yes | Yes | Yes} Yes| Yes} No| Ye Yes | Yes} No| No| No| Noj| No] No 
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ployees paid in whole or part by tribe) ...--| . waiineds items edeah b nies te A m2 
b Positions identified. .......................- No| No| No| No| No| No| No| No! No| No| No| No| No| No| No| No 
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Billings area office 
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Sac and Fox (Kansas 
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: 
£ 


Kickapoo (Kansas) 
Iowa (Kansas) 


Southern Ute 





Kiowa 
Osage 
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Port Gamble 
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Shoalwater 
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GOVERNMENTAL ACTION ON INDIVIDUAL INDIAN 
TRUST LANDS AND THE HEIRSHIP PROBLEM 


THe Lisrary or ConGcRress, 
LeaisLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., October 31, 195 

To: Hon. James EF. Murray. 

From: Indian Affairs. 

Subject: (1) Action by Congress, the Indian Bureau, and the tribal 
councils relative to disposal of individual Indian lands 
from trust status and (2) the heirship problem. 

The accompanying tabular chart was devised to summarize the an- 
swers to the questionnaire sent to 65 agencies (composed of 91 units) 
relative to the above subjects. 

(1) Reports from 82 field jurisdictional units of the indian Bureau 
out of the 91 canvassed indicated that some legisl: ‘ ral 
or special—affected the disposal of individual Indian trust tae and 
related acquisition of tribal lands. The Indian Reorganization Act of 
1934 was cited by some of the respondents and various special laws both 
private and public. Such laws were reported from 50 percent of the 
Billings area; over 75 percent of the Gallup area; 33 percent of the 

inneapolis area; 75 percent of the Muskogee area; 11 percent of the 

oenix area; and 20 percent of the Portland area. 

Three current studies of the cause and effects of individual Indian 
land disposal at the local agency level were reported. In the Aberdeen 
area 1 agency reported a study and 4 made comments regarding the 
individual land disposal situation. In the Anadarko area 1 agency 
reported a study being made and 3 had comments. In the Portland 
area 1 study was reported and 3 agencies had comment. A total of 11 
agencies made comment on the causes and effects of the disposal of 
individual Indian land from trust status. 

Thirteen of the local jurisdictions reported tribal resolutions on in- 
dividual Indian land disposal from trust status. There were 26 local 
jurisdictions reporting on the attitudes of tribal councils concerning 
this type of land disposal. Most of the reports of tribal council resolu- 
tions and attitudes were from Aberdeen and Billings areas. 

(2) In answer to the question as to what extent, if any, heirship or 
multiple-ownership problem has affected tribal acquisition and in- 
dividual disposal of land, the existence of such interests was reported 
from all of the area offices of the Indian Bureau. Undivided interests 
owned by the tribe were reported for 7 out of 14 Aberdeen area units; 
undivided interests of non-Indian and alien Indians in all 14 units, 
and the undivided interests of minor or incompetent Indians in 10 out 
of the 14 

In the Anadarko area 1 out of 9 units reported a tribal undivided 
interest and 4 reported non-Indian or alien Indian undivided interest. 

For the Billings area 4 out of 8 units reported a tribal undivided 
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interest; all 8 reported non-Indian and alien Indian undivided in- 
terest and 4 again reported undivided interests of minors and incom- 
petent Indians. 

In the Gallup area 1 unit reported a tribal undivided interest out of 
8 reporting units, and 1 also reported an undivided interest of non- 
Indian or alien Indians. 

In the Minneapolis area 1 unit of 3 reported a tribal undivided in- 
terest, 2 reported non-Indian or alien undivided interest and 1 reported 
minor or incompetent Indian undivided interest. 

For the Muskogee area 1 unit out of 4 showed a tribal undivided 
interest and 2 units showed non-Indian and alien Indian undivided 
interest. 

In the Phoenix area 1 unit of 18 reporting showed a tribal undivided 
interest, 1 unit a non-Indian and alien Indian undivided interest, and 
1 unit showed a minor or incompetent Indian undivided interest. 

For the Portland area 1 unit of 27 reporting showed a tribal un- 
divided interest; 5 showed a non-Indian and alien Indian undivided 
interest and 3 showed minor or incompetent Indian undivided interest. 

For the Sacramento area one unit reported a minor or incompetent 
Indian undivided interest. 

In sum, the distribution of the undivided interests in heirship lands 
encompasses all of the area offices but is most marked in Aberdeen, 
Billings, and Minneapolis area offices. 

In the matter of the ability of heirs to reach satisfactory agreements 
relative to the use or disposal of heirship lands the practically uni- 
versal complaint was as to the difficulty of contacting the heirs and 
getting them together. It was frequently stated that this was the 
primary reason for lack of agreement rather than the recalcitrance of 
any individual members. 

Regarding the use of the authority of the Secretary of the Interior 
to sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs, the following may be said: Wide use 
of this authority seems to have been mainly restricted to the Aberdeen 
and Anadarko areas and prior to 1955. At Rosebud it was stated that 
the Solicitor has held that the Secretary has no such authority. Six 
of the fourteen Aberdeen units reported some use of this authority, 
4 of the 9 Anadarko units, and 3 units out of the 8 at Billings. Also 
some use of this authority was senerted for Sacramento (1 out of 3). 
Phoenix (2 out of 18 units), and Portland (1 out of 27 units). 


Wu H. Grupert. 
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FEDERAL LANDS UNDER THE JURISDICTION OF THE 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS ACQUIRED SINCE 1930 


Tue Liprary or CoNnGREss, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C. 
To: Hon. James E. Murray. 
From: Indian Affairs. 
Subject: Federal lands under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs acquired since 1930. 

As requested we have prepared 10 tables concerning Federal lands 
under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Indian Affairs acquired since 
1930. The tabular material indicates (1) tracts; (2) total acreage; 
and (3) acreage being used by Indians. 

The tables are based on returns to the Senate Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs questionnaire dated April 17, 1958, and specifically 
the following question from the covering letter : 

The committee would also appreciate an enumeration of all Federal lands on 
each reservation which have been acquired from private owners since 1930, the 
extent of acreage involved and number of tracts, the authorities, dates of acqui- 
sition, and purposes involved in the purchase of this land and the amount if any, 
of current Indian tribal or individual use of this land through leasing or other- 
wise, and the conditions of such leasing or use. 

We feel certain the attached tables will supply the statistics 
requested. 

StrepHen A. LANGONE. 
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A berdeen 
Anadarko... 
Billings 
Gallup 
Minneapolis 
Muskogee 
Phoenix 
Portland 


Sacramento 


Total. 


1 These statistics include only those Federal purchases still in the name of the Federal Go 


Cheyenne River- 
Fort Berthold 
Pierre nl 
Pine Ridge. . 
Rosebud_._-__- 
Sisseton anid ii 
Standing Rock........ 
Turtle Mountain. - 
Winnebago... 


I iia 
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FEDERAL LANDS ACQUIRED SINCE 1930? 


TABLE I.—By area office 


Tracts 


313 | 
None | 

42 

278 

No answer 
No answer 


9 
45 
answer 


680 


TABLE I[I.— 


{berdeen area office 


Agency Tracts 


No answer 
No answer 

206 
No answer 
No answer 
Fe a Fa f 36 
oe ee ° eee ee oe > ecce oe 54 
No answer | 


=cnceccess| 


313 | 





TABLE III.—Anadarko area office 

Agency Tracts 
Cheyenne-Arapahoe.- . No answer 
Kiowa No answer 
Osage No answer 
Pawnee No answer 
Potawatomi No answer 
Shawnee None 

TasLe IV.—Billings area office 

Agency Tracts 
Blackfeet... 42 
Crow No answer 
Flathead No answer 
Fort Belknap No answer 
Fort Peck No answer 
Northern Cheyenne No answer 
Wind River No answer 
Total 42 


! Approximately. 


Potal 
117, 490. 32 
N ome 
99, 537. 0¢ 
243, 259. 07 
No answer 
No answer 
61, 241, 83 
&, 462. OF 
No answer 


529, 991. 17 


Total 
acreage 

5, 110. 00 
No answer 


35, 933. 00 
53, 847. 26 
No answer 


No answer 
10, 964. 65 
11, 635. 41 


No answer | 


117, 490. 32 


acreage 


No answer 
No answer 


No answer 
No answer 
No answer 
None 

Total 
13, 072. 00 
No answer 
No answer 
No answer 
85, 338. 00 

No answ 
1, 127. 00 


99, 537. 00 


Ih 
6, O16, 2 
None 
10, O38. Of 
203. 3 
N inswer 
Vo answer 
53, 440, 00 
4, 853. Ls 
VO answer 


389, 640, 8 


Used t 
Indian 


4, 950. 00 
No answer 
11, 102. 00 
46, 352. 61 
No answer 
No answer! 
3, 611. 65 


No answer 
No answer 


66, 016. 26 


Used by 
Indian 


No answer 
No answer 
No answer 
N inswer 
No answer 
None 

Ir iI 
4, 700. OF 
inswer 
No answer 
inswer 


85, 338. 00 
No answer 
1nswer 


10. 038. 00 
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TABLE V.—Gallup area office 





sciatic beset 1 ica pe cipal ny sail 
Agency Tracts | Total Used by 
|} acreage Indians 
inn iim ita eae ca _ a cere | eames aes = 
Comelidated Ute... 2 .....<..-26. Ktsduddsddawcainmbie 79 67, 965.71 | No answer 
aint chacsinlees ant pdpiathetdinkadiadecchid anamane Habe No answer | 2, 588. 68 | 2, 588. 68 
i ee eee sébetedestiblucunadsdsadidaieadiecal None | None None 
sine dh ad eee ek a eee eee issih liledaieidliniteddabiiis 70 | 70, 287. 00 70, 287. 00 
UE NIN on cdkubacogumncceconee sinins eile atibalil dest eabbdatt | 125} 101,779.00 | 101, 779. 00 
Ns Scinnndenecidbbncadionbibacsdcedsemaumbadawainatedaaianadd 4 638. 68 | 638. 68 





tees ivcoccavaneu Wi ackipugepcenannepaias iwtkhcendebikbuwanseaen 278 | 2438, 259. 07 | 175, 293. 36 
| | 


TABLE VI.—Minneapolis area office 





Agency Tracts Total | Used by 
acreage | Indians 
: tape ; | > 
Great Lakes_-. iunbeeetuwts . ‘ No answer No answer | No answer 
PEM NO Tico ccancccescgucs omens : | No answer No answer | No answer 





TABLE VII.—Muskogee area office 


Agency Tracts Total | Used by 








acreage Indians 
CT a fs is ceo iudeewobade end scsi ; No answer No answer No answer 
Five Civilized Tribes- -- : - No answer No answer No answer 
Quapaw -_. ; ‘ ‘ . No answer | No answer | No answer 
Seminole.-.. eee . No answer No answer No answer 





TABLE VIII.—Phoenia« area office 





ita idan lanai Mati lsiaai incite ieasitiinis aula renin —— 
| ‘ - | . 

Agency | Tracts Total | Used by 

| acreage | Indians 








Colorado River...............................................| Noanswer| Noanswer| No answer 
PEt ANNO: .cncannaccosn Dies caedatettniain Adee .......-_ Noanswer | No answer | No answer 
| ee Sh sn cial Kaho ieee peas amatatee __.........| Noanswer | No answer No answer 
Ph cnihicininwediddinnoakaaindt tac bcdeeawnakdiuhduiiiien No answer 7, 801. 83 No answer 
Se ae seieibitie cass vachianbanigiieaon 2 | 53, 440. 00 | 53, 440. 00 
Pn cin ndicedonass <i a aaedaaseaon sienairn aie No answer | No answer | No answer 
San Carlos........... a i se lie aerate None | None None 
Uintah and Ouray-.------- bgibatkakRetehialses cecesusect, 200 Crewe No answer No answer 


iii ahi certs ie aie lndcinohn ao wit tected tide gaia aoa sii 2 6 » 241. 83 | 53, 440. 00 
| | 
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TABLE 1X.—Portland area office 











Agency | Tracts Total | Used by 

acreage } Indians 
— epinendaaematninennienenindpiaaemtes |————__-|_—— sd 
 enivtknhittneinsccont Retina ctiliieiiiaiidednesiied saute | No answer | | No answer 
Pe cs san Gindaienns i ceminiaeitet aceetieneasaainaantl 45 | 4, 853. 18 
Northern Idaho... ala he .| No answer | No answer 
iss iE iis cntnlntbidseeniae Sétbe bata _..| No answer No answer 
DE EO nttcccdiigonaect -~ J iis --| No answer No answer 
Western Washington--........- a at aa re ‘ .| No answer 17. 56 No answer 
iii acc ait lad catbisecaeait iemidtdedeubacawel jae 21. 00 No answer 
ec disnutanuntahtinieaidiaiiinkaldidaniimeiansit caeenewdamente won 45 | 8, 483. 74 4,853.18 

| 
TABLE X.—Sacramento area office 
Agency Tracts Total Used by 
wre ( Indiar 

Rs acccndtuienitntattenaglaccdais nietiadas lc a ; a ae .| No answer No answer No answer 
ERR Selena lh Re Rese ipe a ca ae eeace--| NO answer No answer No answer 
SD civcnidiiatiddimens es. Si ea hare sate Se None | None None 








COMPARATIVE STATISTICS OF INDIAN TRUST LANDS, 
1947-57 


Tue Lrerary or Conaress, 
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1958. 
To: Hon. James E. Murray, chairman, Senate Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 
From: Indian Affairs. 
Subject: Comparative statistics of Indian trust lands, 1947-57. 

As requested in your letter of June 24, 1958, the returns were 
analyzed with the objective of answering three specific questions: 

(1) Has the total acreage of tribal fee, tribal trust, and in- 
dividual trust lands increased or decreased during the 10-year 
period under study (July 1, 1947, to December 31, 1957) ? 

(2) Where has the decrease in individual or allotted land hold- 
ings been most notable? 

(3) Where has the increase in tribal land holdings been most 
notable? 

In analyzing the returns several problems were encountered, pos- 
sibly due to misinterpretation of the questions. Several returns in- 
cluded individual lands in that part of the question asking for tribal 
acreage held in trust. All returns were checked for this and when 
necessary adjusted accordingly. An example of other problems en- 
countered is represented in the return from San Carlos. The San 
Carlos return states that “No land was in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947” and that “No land was in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957.” Knowing that San Carlos had more than 1 million acres of 
tribal land, this researcher called the Bureau of Indian Affairs to 
double-check the return, and found that the San Carlos Tribe owned 
1,622,484 acres of land as of 1957. Although the Bureau could 
not supply statistics for 1947, a perusal of the return brought forth 
the following statement: “There have been no transactions disposing 
of tribal or individually owned lands since July 1, 1947.” Assuming 
that this statement was correct, we therefore entered the same acreage 
for July 1, 1947, as we had been given for December 1957. 

Although it was originally intended to consider only tribal and 
individual trust lands, an examination of the returns indicated there 
would be some difficulty in segregating tribal fee statistics, therefore 
the tribal fee lands were included in the study. 
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INDIAN LANDS (QUESTION 1) 


As of July 1, 1947,’ there were 54,584,713.764 acres of tribal fee, 
tribal trust, and individual trust lands owned by American Indians. 
The returns indicate that as of December 31, 1957, there were 

52,490,803.796 acres of tribal fee, tribal trust, and individual trust 
Jands owned by the American Indians. These figures show a decrease 
of land in these categories of 2,093,909.968 acres over the 10- -year period 
studied (July 1, , 1947, to December 31, 1957). 


INDIVIDUAL TRUST LANDS (QUESTION 2) 


On July 1, 1947, there were 15,898,640.844 acres of individual trust 
lands owned by American Indians, according to the returns. Statis- 
tics for December 31, 1957, indicate that at that time there were 

12,591,423.466 acres of individual trust lands owned by the American 
es ans. These figures show a decrease of land in this category of 

307,217.378 over the 10-year period studied (July 1, 1947, to Decem- 
sa 31, 1957). The following list indicates, in the order of greatest 
reductions, each agency and its relative position, 





Agency Acreage decrease Agency Acreage decrease 
1. Five Civilized Tribes_. 438, 163. 000 | 23. Yakima —~--__-________ 15, O82. 000 
BN ra ine cen peedseooe 360, 887. 000 | 24. Uintah and Ouray___. 13, 846. 620 
he MOOI sic de ented tes 350, 547. 000 | 25. Fort Hall_........... 13, 609. 000 
OMS ae, CE eee 291, 748. 570 | 26. Wind River__________ 12, 253. 870 
si i icesccresconeene 252, 768. 000 | 27. Shawnee ~-.-.._-___. 11, 728. 710 
eg Oe a 240, 887. 000 | 28. Northern Cheyenne... 11, 429. 630 
7. Fort Berthola_._..... 155,270. COO 1Zo. Umiatiia _ 8, 676.540 
8. Standing Rock_ ~~~. 142, 595. 000 | 30. Consolidated Ute _____ 8, 523. 710 
OP istheeds wecwsceses 324, 462. 270188, Nevaedatiis. 2. 8, 163. 600 
10. Cheyenne River__-____ 114, 461. 620 | 32. Qudpaw.............. 6, 278. 000 
is WN ccs ciccecns 111, 423, 240] 33. Sisseton............_ 5, 583. 270 
Ree NE cle eee as 107, 549. 380 | 34. Potawatomie _._______ 4, 886. 220 
Beri meowe 2 2 Go O12. Cou lon. NAVEIOW Wo 3, 639. 000 
14. Fort Belknap... _~~ 73, 204. 770 | 36. United Pueblo________ 3, 121. 000 
15. Minnesota Chippewa. 71, 979. 000 | 37. Western Washington. 2, 800. 000 
eo eine aes 60, 357. 500 188. Riverside... _._.__. , 542. 000 
Re. wereree ee ee 66, 399. 5380 | 39. Colorado River _____-_ 2, 190. 010 
18. Great Lakes__________ 54, 914. 000 | 40. Winnebago___________ 1. 480. 000 
19. Cheyenne-Arapahoe_.. 34, 576. 763 | 41. Hoopa _.__--__________ 832. 010 
BN OR ii a ah es Bi, 0112380 142.) CROCE cance nics. 75. 000 
21. Warm Springs_____-_-- 210 ED. G00 Ss BIND a cece en coude 21. 940 
22. Northern Idaho___-~-_-_ 18, 642. 000 | 


No individual ownership of land: 
Fort Apache 
Hopi 
Mescalero 
Seminole 
No change 
San Carlos 


Papago 
Zuni 
Increase: 
EE IN icin: chris Ecce niet amnion omaliniredotmamaninniaaasonet 821. 340 
I rae stad ck oa iain acet ak ea ghabda area 51, 121. 495 


1In a few isolated cases statistics were not available for 1947. We have footnoted 
each such case. 
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TRIBAL FEE AND TRUST LANDS (QUESTION 3) 


The returns indicate that on July 1, 1947, there were 38,686,072.920 
acres of tribal trust and tribal fee lands. On December 31, 1957, 
there were 39,899,380.330 acres of land in the same category, indicat- 
ing an increase of 1,213,507.410 acres. The following list, in the 
order of greatest increases, gives the relative position of each’ agency, 
based on these figures. 


Agency Increase | Agency Increase 

1. United Pueblo_.______ 412, 021. 000 | 16. Northern Cheyenne___ _7,, 748. 650 

Ds CRO ieicittt Seiseics 246. 008. 000 | 17. Nevad@e. 2.65.55. gia 6, 882. 700 

Wis NE Nc sicctcitincicreneidictal 166, 982; UGG: IS; CGIING@ = te 6, 498. 940 

a Nr aac acs nice atecta 113, 858. 760 | 19. Great Lakes.__...__-_-— 4, 744. 000 

5. Pine Ridge____._._.____ 76, 803. 000 | 20. Colorado River______- 3, 552. 390 

ey ll ce eats 74, 479. 910 | 21. Minnesota Chippewa. —_ 2, 519. 000 

7. BW nn ceecccccncuccn (OR IO Cr tee Tore mous... 248. 090 

8. Fort Belknap__.____- . 50, 416. 540 | 23. Sisseton.usscccccsncnn "480. 000 

9. Blackfeet........._... 43, 108.000 | 24. Northern Idaho__.-~- 416. 870 

10. Standing Rock...-.... 42,048, 420 2. Heope@.... 162. 530 
1 gs , nm) ) Be ee a 160. 500 
2. Warm Springs-_.--.--. 23, 480. 000 | 27. Cw. ........- 100. 000 

13. Consolidated Ute__.-- 21, 049. 340 | 28. Umatilla__......._ _- 92. O70 
5G. ORG, POON sisi cicorsivanctentin AG, Zou. CARE | 20. Pri 21. 940 
10.- POL Seth eee 10; 174, 000:| 30;. Cheetaw....c os 20. 000 


Decreased tribal landholdings (in the order of the greatest de- 
creases ) : 





Oh UU NGS CBR VO ic cccicocnnne 180, 607.000| 7. Fort Berthold__._._--. 1,145. 760 
DOF EON sie ctciceie cao 7, 094. 300} 8. Cheyenne River__-_--~- 1, O78. 380 
8. COMIOFMNG noice B, (0a taal SD iverane. ns 357. 000 
BI oi cvitcinstidin curs 5, 482. 000 | 10. Mescalero _----_------ 324. 180 
5. Five Civilized Tribes. 4,512. 000 | Ll. Bemus 51. 760 
6. Uintah and Ouray__-. 3, 451. 220/12. Western Washington__ 2. 000 
No change in tribal landholdings: 

Cheyenne-Arapahoe Osage 

Crow Papago 

Fort Apache Potawatomie 

Hopi San Carlos 
Kiowa Shawnee 


The enclosed tables are (1) a composite of area office statistics; (2) 
1 final summary giving grand total statistics; and (3-11) statistical 
summaries by area office listing each agency separately. 


SrerHen A. LANGONE. 
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AREA OFFICES AND THEIR SUBDIVISIONS * 


I. Aberdeen area office : 
1. Cheyenne River Agency and Reservation. 
2. Fort Berthold Agency and Reservation. 
3. Pierre Agency: 
a. Crow Creek Reservation. 
b. Lower Brule Reservation. 
4. Pine Ridge Agency and Reservation. 
5. Rosebud Agency and Reservation. 
6. Sisseton Agency and Sisseton- Wahpeton Reservation. 
. Standing Rock Agency and Reservation. 
8. Turtle Mountain Consolidated Agency : 
a. Turtle Mountain Reservation. 
b. Fort Totten Reservation. 
9. Winnebago Indian Agency : 
a. Omaha Reservation. 
b. Ponca Reservation. 
c. Santee Reservation. 
d. Winnebago Reservation. 
II. Anadarko area office : 
. Cheyenne-Arapaho area field office. 
. Kiowa area field office. 
Osage Agency and Reservation. 
Pawnee area field office. 
Potawatomi area field office : 
a. Kickapoo Tribe (Kansas). 
b. Sac and Fox Tribe (Kansas and Nebraska). 
c. Potawatomi Tribe (Kansas). 
d. Iowa Tribe (Kansas and Nebraska). 
6. Shawnee area field office. 
III. Billings area office : 
1. Blackfeet Agency and Reservation. 
2. Crow Agency and Reservation. 
3. Flathead Agency and Reservation. 
4. Fort Belknap Consolidated Agency : 
a. Fort Belknap Reservation. 
b. Rocky Boy Reservation. 
ce. Turtle Mountain allotments on the public domain. 
5. Fort Peck Agency and Reservation. 
6. Northern Cheyenne Agency and Reservation. 
7. Wind River Agency and Reservation. 
IV. Gallup area office : 
1. Consolidated Ute Agency: 
a. Southern Ute Tribe. 
b. Ute Mountain Tribe. 


~] 


SUP get 


1 See folded map. 
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IV. Gallup area office—Continued 
2. Jicarilla Agency and Reservation. 
3. Mescalero Agency and Reservation. 
4. Navajo Agency and Reservation. 
5. United Pueblos Agency. 
6. Zuni Agency: 
a. Zuni Reservation. 
b. Ramah Reservation. 
V. Minneapolis area office : 
1. rreat Lakes Agency : 
. Minnesota Agency : 
a. Minnesota C hippewa and Sioux. 
b. Red Lake Reservation. 
VI. Muskogee area office: 
1. Choctaw Agency (Mississippi). 
2. Five Civilized Tribes Agency. 
3. Quapaw area field office. 
4. Seminole Agency (Florida). 
VII. Phoenix area office : 
1. Colorado River Agency : 
a. Camp Verde Reservation. 
b. Chemehuevi Reservation. 
c. Cocopah Reservation. 
d. Colorado River Reservation. 
e. Fort Mohave Reservation. 
f. Fort Yuma Reservation. 
g. Havasupai Reservation. 
h. Hualapai Reservation. 
i. Yavapai Reservation. 
2. Fort Apache Agency and Reservation. 
3. Hopi Agency and Reservation. 
4. Nevada Agency. 
5. Papago Agency. 
6. Pima ‘Agency: 
a. Gila River Pima-M: aricopa Indian Reservation. 
b. Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Reservation. 
ce. Fort McDowell Mohave Apache Reservation. 
7. San Carlos Agency and Reservation. 
8. Uintah and Ouray Agency and Reservation. 
VIII. Portland area office: 
1. Colville agency : 
a. Colville Reservation. 
b. Spokane Reservation. 
2. Fort Hall Agency and Reservation. 
3. Northern Idaho Agency. 
4. Umatilla Agency and Reserv: ation, 
5. Warm Springs Agency 
a. Warm Spri ings enntetinn. 
b. Burns-Paiute Colony. 
6. Western Washington Agency: 
a. Chehalis Reservation. 
b. Hoh Reservation. 
Lower Elwha. 
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VIII. Portland area office—Continued 
6. Western Washington Agency—Continued 
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Lummi Reservation. 
Makah Reservation. 
Muckleshoot Reservation. 
Misqually Reservation. 
Ozette Reservation. 
Port Gamble. 

Port Madison. 

Public domain. 
Puyallup Reservation. 
(Quileute Reservation. 
Quinault Reservation. 
Shoalwater Reservation. 
Skokomish Reservation. 
Squaxin Island. 
Swinomish Reservation. 
Tulalip Reservation. 


7. Yakima Agency and Reservation. 


IX. Sacramento a 


rea oflice. 


1. California Agency. 
2. Hoopa Area Field Office. 
3. Riverside Area Field Officee. 
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I. ABERDEEN AREA OFFICE 


1. CHEYENNE RIVER AGENCY 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Cheyenne Agency, S. Dak., June 5, 1958. 
Hon. James FE. Murray, 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator: Reference is made to your letter of April 17 
1958, submitting questionnaire on the disposition and acquisition of 
Indian lands in the last 10 years. 

Attached is the completed questionnaire and accessory material for 
the Cheyenne River Reservation in South Dakota. 

If additional information is necessary, please feel free to call 
upon us. 

Sincerely yours, 
Noraur Nesset, Superintendent. 


CHEYENNE RIVER 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDs 
IN THE Last Ten YEARS 


PART I 


The data contained in the answers have been taken from the actual 
records of the Cheyenne River Agency. The only estimation made is 
No. 14 (a) the percentage of estates with five heirs or more having 
been feiitaned” Due to the extensive Jand exchange program which 
was conducted at this agency, the records have been set up so reports 
could readily be made. 

m to tribal and individual owned trust or restricted land: 

How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 786,721.38. 

How many acres in “ ust ? 

There were 786,721.: 

How many acres w hie h tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individ- 
ual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 
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There were 826,255.62. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 


UN patie sictensnicanarenes Nas esithe mesnsdimnesice Di ete Sea cae 7 
erect tecsrancecaas 0 | 1082. casncesccn ns BP ai ete 36 
ic iran nieaiiieas a cuircenacarm aaa Pt nvcsecncnncon 11 
Reet VIER. ek PFO ivecmenacsudex 19 


4. How many acres were disposed of or removed from Bureau juris- 
diction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 


SPE soncscneneeu ORG TO poe eek 200, 00 } 20005... ona 1, 624. 55 
2eee..... eee pa 6 NY 6, 689. 83 
TOTO ie tne Tey CN BN seins ae BR IE vec nstsinmeo ates 1, 898. 42 
arc asi ee SSRI RR raisins 0 PRO cig itn ance a ae 


5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 





ee yg 64 1084 o56 cus. te basttex ad hans ie 0 
ee ee 9 12000... FO DStEN: ...i. kane 7 
iUay ¢ Bee Baten... ost 16 | 1956: 

Order removing _ restric- Rent ee Se 5 

Ciccone eeeabiantn 1 Supervised sale____________ 31 
1050;: Fee patent...._......-.~ 3 |} 1957: 

Deed without restrictions__-_ 1 BNO INE a iacarcnascnncenenniies 10 
Boon > Pee Pent. 5... Zz Supervised sale______- a 1 
1952: 1958: 

en 8 aS 5 POO POTONE 6 ccc as ? 3 

Bupervieed sale............. 5 Supervised sale____ iaaidavie 16 
1953 : 

2 | = 4 

Supervised sale____-----~-~- 5 


6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 


1947: Wee patent............ 6.701 1968: Fee patent....... $40. 00 
ere Te Ni ccs Oe cine 0 
1949 : 1955: Fee patent eae 1, 624. 55 
Fee patent................ 5; 488..50 | 1006; 
Order removing restric- Wee Geteits oe! CRESS 
No ais beeen 160. 00 Supervised sales________ 6, 046. 90 
1950 : 1957 : 
a rr ee MeteNt.. 25s, 1, 7 
Deed without _ restric- Supervised sales__--~- 158. 42 
SO ba tae la 160. 00 | 1958: 
ivon + Fee patent............ — 160. 00 Fee patent__._---- Sicha 478. 49 
1952: Supervised sales___.--__ 2, 469. 66 
WG MRI ccc nnn, TORal 
Supervised sales.__._._.___ 1, 287.47 





7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
| 9 > a 
July 1, 1947? 


ite costa poieas a ee Pt RUEG iitennee cdudanaeamnaade a 1 
bites nee reng- betes SE BR i pease des a nn ap ts li 0 
I aca ceinnes ch ate piisher Aomatican perma Se: Og oN se sa pane eacnitap pes eine 0 
BP Stresses ierikeelt piiaauaeiss i ae eee ae T 


ic A dich iasen giresern sie cm neste pn aconioe OPE owes = mohicocasesea tains 0 
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8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 


Role to 1; Soe aT 20Ce... eek 0 Eee 1, 682. 00 
Ieee er 35/20 Jae | 2006 L5~. 22k 160. 00 | 1957__----____ 0 
TOO cased. 2, - Cs SO nn 0 

Sia ai aici 0 


9. Give numbers ae transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 


1948: 

machanees with: allotted Yanda. ot ee ee 4 

Neehehen witht tribal tenes... ccs hs do ced ced bee: 22 
1949: 

PU OTA Sites EID GLIBC CONT TION ic. en es ov swabs chen ne meted ce ace tameciaaaa ce 3 

METI” GE SUEE CE TONRL TUN i cece er eee ee 50 
1950 : 

Exchanges with allotted lands_____________________ iste 2 

Pa CMa SRST. CPR: TaN ic bia acaba Nacht ie a ee 5 
tit ai a a lik ase sen lc a gnc ig enced ch 0 
Sa ea ar ee ae es es Sem ae kh Sa a ge ee 0 
1958 : Exch anges with allotted PONT is kk A ssc citecn lta tide a a leila 1 
(O06 ei es ices eee ee cinkd Geis carters sae hog eSeez hea S sje 8 eed 0 
RN Nias ete all eniga A Sdn ahcnbsher Din icp eal casi aia Stal el Na ose ae 0 
1956 : 

MESCERUER TINO WU OGTE CUE OO CRUNE TORII i on kc assests were ce 3 

Exchanges with tribal lands_______-_ hts cicient 2 Lpeabhs ohdk wed oo ese 4 
i) eet ee ee Se eS ES ee ee eee 0 


10. Give acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 


1948: 
FECHIee Wit GrrOLteG tans... eo en a wen edmme 640. 00 
Peeceeneree. Wren Chie) SAM a os la cc tm eae 6, 844. 75 
1949: 
BURCH SMOD FFI Th ALLL OR isc oan i i oilman 1, 200. 00 
armen SOU TR TPEMMEE EORTIINOR © ac. nn oh eee cecniespemiiaieiacah saan biata an aanliod 17, 197. 32 
1950 : 
FwCnOAnROS With BIOGEN MANS. on oe ieee Seed 430. 00 
COS AT TE CETERA Riss i. a Wh ddd ea ee 1, 873. 62 
cake alk cities obaat ub cccctiinicnscctiaitilin abd i cats sllnii-aribaitascirtoetiligdsanisbtiadimelbinindiaiuna 0 
I a cali ican as cute i ti ic es cals sell Abd ahi iablgciabei aie ae 0 
1953: Exchanges with | allotted BM caceichin dock co vesech cates eee ee 160. 00 
TUL wa eh daca het ta tech csi ck ce oe whatcha tic aces WB ek dn ad ec ae a eee 0 
SOME Sh es A et Bt en aoe eee eee 0 
1956: 
FECA TOOU WHEGRL GLIOCCE Fn i i sits ececists wcstcartiiccncectianeescten es 482. 00 
PecRaaeos wick trinkt IsnGen ne aon” eee 
TO? SE ee oa Bhs Dobie dated eeba at eeata eta bead ete 0 


No record is kept of fepliy sao J Indian purchase of lands in unre- 
stricted status as it is entirely a matter for the individual to transact 
on his own. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957. 

Seven hundred and eighty-five thousand, six hundred and forty- 
three. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

Seven hundred and eighty-five thousand, six hundred and forty- 
three. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 


None. 
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12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

Seven hundred and eleven thousand, seven hundred and ninety-four. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, and so 
forth). 

The Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe accepted the act of June 18, 1934 
(48 Stat. 984), Indian Reorganization Act, and all land acquisition and 
disposal are governed by it. In addition to the aforementioned act, 
the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe and members thereof acquired and 
dispose of land under the provisions of the act of September 3, 1954 
(68 Stat. 1191), which authorized the taking of land for the Oahe 
Reservoir on the Missouri River. This act enables the tribe to purchase 
land to replace the acreage lost in the Oahe taking and use funds re- 
ceived under the act for the purchase of land. Deeds covering the pur- 
chase of lands under this act are approved by the superintendent at 
this agency. Purchase of lands by individual Indians or exchanges of 
lands with the tribe under the act are also approved by the superin- 
tendent. About 1949 there were a few private acts directing issuance 
of patents in fee but none have been enacted in the last 8 years. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales ? 

No special study has been made of the cause and effect of sales. 
The tribe using Oahe funds for the purchase of land has created a great 
surge of applications for sale. So far this has not created any diffi- 
culties. When the tribe exhausts its land-purchase fund and if applica- 
tions for sale continue to be filed at the present rate, difficulties may 
arise then. 

Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

In connection with the or hase of lands, the tribal council passed 
Resolutions 58-56 on July 29, 1956, and 23-58 on March 3, 1958, setting 
up its land-purchase funds. Copies of these resolutions are included in 
the accessory materials. A policy was established to govern the pur- 
chasing of lands, copy of which is also included. Every effort is being 
made by the tribal council to purchase lands which have been offered 
for sale that fall within its consolidation area and are within the range 
units of Indian operators to enable these individuals to have control 
of the lands that are essential to their needs. 

14, Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
Nip, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with ps articular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 
(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and _ alien 
Indians. 
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(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservation which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been 
encouraged or permitted to buy such lands ? 

Prior to April 10, 1942, when the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal 
Council set. up its land code and the exchange assignment program, 
the heirship problem was as great on the Cheyenne River Reservation 
as on other reservations. With the establishment of the exchange 
assignment program, which was designed to consolidate land holdings 
for the use of Indian owners, much of the highly fractionated owner- 
ship of land was eliminated. Since 1945, the Cheyenne River Sioux 
Tribe has spent approximately $678,862 of its funds, local and Oahe, 
and $35,327 of gratuity funds for the purchase of lands with particular 
emphasis on complicated estates and alien Indian interests. Members 
of the tribe were encouraged to exchange their fractional inherited 
interests to the tribe in return for a solid block of land under single 
ownership either for their own use or in an area that would bring them 
lease income. The accomplishments under this program have been 
remarkable. It is believed that if a careful appraisal of the results 
were made of this program, the benefits and advantages to the Chey- 
enne River Sioux Tribe and its individual members will be outstand- 
ing. The program is no longer popular among the people of the 
Cheyenne River Reservation and has more or less been discontinued 
since 1951. The exchanges now being made are for lieu trust patents. 
This was brought about by the br ief interest brought by oil and gas 
leasing which brought about the passage of the act of July 14, 1954 
(68 Stat. 487) which converts all exchange assignments to the status 
of trust patents. Many units of grazing land were blocked out to 
accommodate the many members of the tribe who were eager and 
anxious to engage in the business of stock raising. It is estimated that 
85 percent of all estates having over 5 heirs or more have been liqui- 
dated. A check in 1945 reve: aled that approximately 1,527 Indians 
from other reservations owned fractional inherited a in 1,692 
allotments. Today 246 Indians from other reservations have frac- 
tional inherited interests in 155 allotments. The tribe acquired un- 
divided interests in 115 estates as the results of the exchange assign- 
ment program but of this number 64 have been purchased giving the 
tribe full ownership and leaving a balance of 51 estates still with the 
tribe owning an undivided interest. It is planned to either purchase 
this remaining number to give the tribe full ownership or partition 
with the other owners to eliminate the divided ownership. Where a 
minor owns an interest in an allotment and the other owners request 

30451—58——10 
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a sale, a guardian is appointed through the tribal court, and the 
legal guar sialon consents to the sale in the event of a supervised sale or 
executes a deed in his behalf if the sale is to the tribe. If the other 
owners are not interested in selling the land and it would not be to 
the best interests of the minor to sell his land, he is encouraged to 
retain his land in trust until he reaches his majority and then he may 
dispose of the land as he wishes. It is very seldom that heirs have 
difficulty reaching agreement as to use or disposal of lands. From 
1947 to 1953 extensive use was made of the secretarial authority to 
sell heirship lands. Most of the purchases made with gratuity funds 
were under this authority. This type of conveyance is no longer used. 


PART II-—CHEYENNE RIVER 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ¢ 

Every tract of land for which an application for sale is filed is 

referred to the land and forestry committee of the tribal council to 
determine if it will fit into the tribal-land program and if the termina- 
tion of the trust status will seriously affect the protection and use of 
Indian lands remaining in trust status. Upon determination by the 
land and forestry committee that a tract would fit into the tr ibal-land 
panera the tribal council offers to pay the appraised price for the 
land, and in just about every case the individual has agreed to a sale 
to the tribe. If the tract for which application for sale has been filed 
is determined not to be of essential interest to the tribe, the land is 
adver tised for sale to the general public. 

How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribes 
or “individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined by 
Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners ? 

One hundred eighteen thousand six hundred and sixty-eight acres 
and five hundred and eighty tracts. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians / 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or fee status by the tribes. 

Since 1942 a great number of exchanges have been made by the tribe 
and members with Dewey and Ziebac h Counties, Rural Credit Board 
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of South Dakota, and non-Indians to acquire key tracts of fee lands 
in trust status. The number of tracts and the acreage so acquired are 
reflected in the answers to questions 9 and 10. The Indian-owned 
lands in these exchanges were isolated tracts of tribal and allotted 
lands that were located outside of the consolidation area of the reserva- 
tion. It has always been the policy of the tribal council to exchange 
for lands which will be made available for use by Indian operators. 


PART ILTI—CHEYENNE RIVER 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

Tribal lease clerk, salary $2,450. Writes leases on farm, farm- 
pasture, and hay leases; collects fees for tribal-land enterprise; keeps 
record of fees paid from leases and submits report to tribal council 
on income from tribal lands to be used in connection with prepara- 
tion of tribal budget, and such other duties as are assigned in realty 
office. 

Tribal grazing clerk, salary $2,450. Assists in preparation of graz- 
ing permits, collects fees for tribal-land enterprise, maintains record 
of fees paid from grazing permits and makes report to tribal council 
on income from tribal lands to be used in connection with preparation 
of tribal budget, and such other duties as are assigned in land opera- 
tions office. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose sal- 
ary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such employee, 
the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate activi- 
ties? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with au- 
thority to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

The land and forestry committee of the tribal council, composed of 
three members of the tribal council, makes range unit allocations of 
tribal land to Indian operators. Their approval goes to the tribal 
council for recording in the minutes and unless the council takes excep- 
tion to their approval of units, their action stands. They settle dis- 
putes regarding range units and if they cannot reach an agreement, it 
is taken to the tribal council for final action. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

Yes. The land and forestry committee of the tribal council, com- 
posed of three members of the council, advises and recommends to the 
council regarding real estate activities. This committee reviews all 
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land sale applications to determine if purchase by the tribe is feasible ; 
reviews all land exchanges involving tribal lands to determine the ad- 

vantages for such exchanges; ; determines and recommends to the coun- 
cil the tribal lands to be advertised for sale of grazing privileges to 
non-Indian permittees ; recommends rates to be charged for tribal lands 
on grazing permits, farm, farm-pasture and hay leases; makes field 
inspections to determine the adequacy and suitability of range units, 
ar all other real estate activities in regard to tribal lands. 

To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
hehe particular phases of its real estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

None. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or sim- 
ilar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of such 
organization. 

On September 18, 1947, the tribal land enterprise was approved to be 
conducted by the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe. The purpose of the 
enterprise is to assume the clerical and ministerial details involved in 
the leasing, permitting, exchange, partition and other adjustments in- 
volved in the handling of individual and tribal trust or restricted 
lands under the jurisdiction of the Cheyenne River Reservation. Two 
clerks are employed at present to assist In preparation of leases and 
permits. One clerk is employed in the tribal office for handling of 
cor respondence : and doing routine office work for the tribal chairman. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over tothe Bureau? No. 

Please comment on the differences in effectiveness of Bureau and 
tribal operations. 

Both the Bureau and tribal council have been working for the best 
interests of the Indian client. Occasionally there is a difference of 
opinion that rises between the tribe and the Bureau due to differences 
of tribal or Bureau policy. Eventually this is resolved. There is a 
joint advisory eye composed of tribal council members, tribal 
office personnel, and Bureau personnel, that tries to iron out such 


differences. 
Federal lands acquired since 1980 


MI dipstick area ahaa acoeig ies treed Bree ts oa each 17 
Acreage____- Oe SERS ee EC ivits 2 eae Pere ae at teens pames ee dds e 5, 110 
Authority: Submarginal land: 

LI-SD-13. 

75611-A-36. 
Phot cacti nconenee chee A eae ta iced dhe ok ea te ceca bed ean oath eso pate! $18, 080 


(Executive Order No. 7868, April 15, 1938, transferred administrative juris- 
diction over lands purchased by FSA for Indian use from the Department of 
Agriculture to Department of the Interior.) 

All of the lands, with the exception of 160 acres, is being utilized by 
Indian permittees. 

There are 3 tribal officers and 34 tribal employees on the Cheyenne 
River Reservation and 4 of these officers and employees are concerned 
with land transactions. 
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The Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe has worked toward the goal of 
Indian use oe Indian-owned land. The land-consolidation program 
which it has been promoting for 27 years is based on that principle. In 
1947, under the repayment-cattle program, there were 350 operators 
having an average herd of 30 head of cattle grazing on range units 
averaging 1,250 acres of land. The total acreage of land used by 
Indian operators was 438,539 acres of Indian-owned land. In 1957 

290 operators were using 934,519 acres of land. Of these 140 are on 
the rehabilitation program, which began operating on funds made 
available by the act of September 3, 1954, whose herds aver age 100 
head of cattle using range units of approximately 4,000 acres of land; 
102 are on the repayment- cattle program whose range units average 
1,250 acres with an average of 30 head of cattle, and 50 operators who 
were former repayment cattle operators but are no longer on the pro- 
gram and are more or less independe nt and whose range units average 
about 4,900 acres. There are attached graphs and tables showing the 
use of Indian-owned lands ‘a Indians from 1947 to 1957. 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


























(uyetdxa) 10430 








| 
$09 “6 ieee tne i. 98 ee ee re ee 1082 ‘I 8 |00°269‘T lor ais ee. 2 lh! LU SN3VIS PIzO}138 
| -01 JO 4{SN1J} U] SUB]PU] 19430 02 seTeg 
De Se tS L08 ‘> SZ i6'¢ oe (+68 ‘8 se [00 °SSt‘S |2z [006% 7 |00'998‘S [€I |00 ‘762 ‘szigs jO0‘98Z‘OI/S9 [~~~ -" "Ter SeQ]1} 0} seTeg 
O8t a ee a a ee ee 098 + 00% + joo6os ic izeets LI |00°00%‘9 |zz |00°009'2 [€1 [OO'OIT‘T [9 9 j--~-77T TTT SNIVIS POzD]J13$01 IO 
| qSN1j Uy} SUBIPUT J9Yy}0 07 sezuBYyOX” 
026 of. Sere ie Sok a pas 6 00 "209 ‘T - pet L adeatie id peo See as SOL |S 796 ‘Ebi9eI |----~--- "~~ $11384S [BQ}1} 07 sovUVyOX | 
SOLVLS GALOINLSAU UO LSAUL OL SIVSsOdsIa 
Oe oo. I eee eee Baw ee ee Se ee |.--- ee a ee a ce doe ee ee a se cotecocec|eone[eneeseseseeeeeesoes+= + (aympdxa) 19470 
a ee ca ee ee ee Ee en ne eS 2 NRE On eset SE ee er ene sree ren j>-~~~|>-"-"---"---qoTy1zied Aq 8N3B4s 99j OF, 
Re ee ee ee eee Oa ee ee eee ee Nee ae eR Sgt Sere ene g + Oa SRS GR Oe a Neen ee ne ema nessa sane ASR eer ser enh esate eo ee 
O8 SBy 48019}U] 917}Ue eloyA ATWO) 
@s}Aop JO s0UBzJ Jey] Aq SN4B4s Goj O.], 
hie tals Ga Se apes eect eee: ole heat! “i bees ee enctecteer oes) iit mee 00 ‘O9T T ee ee oo rr 
"a ae SY ae ee ee a ee ee ee ee ee eee er ae ee ee eee ean nee ea eee 4£9u030d U100 JO SayHOYTII O 
Or ee ae a o+9 eT ee Be 09J-U]-8)USz8T 
“L “L “L “L 
‘ON ‘OV |ON oV ‘OV ‘OV ON| ‘9V |'ON 











L961 [POSTA | SGT IVOSTT | SGT TEOSTA | PGI [OSA | ELGT TBA | SGT VOsKA | IS6T TPOSTA | OVET T8OSTA | 6F6I 189STT | Sh6T [89ST 7 





| 





uoyjoRsUBI} JO OdA T, 


SHUANMO NI AILIL ATAWIS-AGd CALOIULSAUNDA AO ONIOVId AM NOILOIGSINAL AVANNAA NVIGNI WOUA TVAOWNRTU—SI1V80dsIG 


[esveldy="dy ‘sUO;JOBSUBI, JO JEQUINN =' J, ON] 
pun) paumo finonpraipuy 


VIONVG HLNO§ “AAAIY INNIAITHO 





> 
N 
—_ 


INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 









































| | | | | | | | | | | | 
Sievenee- eae Sea |---------|----|---02----|--2-|--22-----[--2-[n2-cen ee] noe] eee cee ees eves fee eee ene eneceeeceeces feces pce eccceefeoeefececec ecco tees (apetdae) 20090 
a eee a eae ee cen toes pee a ee ee ek eee ete fe ee ee 
ear en 28h a bee = BET II poh ae: 1 | “-/00 ‘088 e 00'00¢ ‘t | jo0'0K9 «|p |--~----~*->-sngBIS 99j MIO sadUByoXy 
| | me Sse ee ei OE Een Se 5 me ee 
SOLVLS AGA WOUM SNOILLISIL LOOV 

a iad | ie aa) l a oe Cee eS ed ee 
—_ eerie. he ; Males ee Ve Gere he awe Se ee oe ee oe ae see ae eH SS oe ot ee ee aro 
909 ‘F Ze 082 ‘I mm 2) oy | ~~~ )989 \- LP es i: ““100 "08 ‘T 18 (00 °L69 ‘I jOl 0 ‘OFF ‘T 6 ‘00 ‘we 2 Ss ena suBI PU] 10430 WI0I1J 

| | PUB] Pezd]I}Se1 10 4SNI} JO sesByoINg 
eS ee aren ae MeO Bey ee BE on ae ae ae Pk GR de hl See ee ee ee ee: en ee, ad |----]----7----]--0-]-F2--08---"="""-g9quay lous sagem 
O8F a Pte oe a Oe ae a | ae hd 00°60 =z Zee ‘F LT {00 ‘00% ‘9 z 100 ‘009 ‘Z |€T (00 ‘OTT ‘T ° Daca Se een a de pus] pepo] IjS01 

| | | | | 1O 4SN1} [WNpPTAlpuy Woy sazueyox gy 

16 es aoe diet at ed ae no ee oly ean ee ae. | ~~" j004 t 6 ee "009 ‘I o Pe I L 00 008 ‘OT) lp i “gos om |00 ‘00F ‘OF loet | aoe a §j8js [BqQ]13 UO’ SesuUBYyOX | 
See se | : | | | 4 . | a te | be es ete = < ai 

SOLVLS GALOINLSAY YO LSNUL WOU SNOILISINDOV 
a oh os, ee Biot ae Se oe | ee Pree ee ee oe eS 2 Se apie : a * 

7. ee coe Ue fa. te © el oe A y ee ot oe eeeer' es 7 ce gee -|----- 3 eee ee phn ee oe ee ee ee ee) 
moe” tee ae es Ci eo ot oo |" " "1926 “Sb Bz | oe ae oy ee Re ae Seed i ci ee 3 eee ee be ae es mee aa ~*~ "-"sasodind ay¢qnd 410j s3uy ye, L, 
81 et. - a 2 epee prea renee \"""" ieee oe eee re ee ee 9 a pon eee ee SNILYS 99j 0} SaTeg 

ae r sa ae i | Ae Sook jet I ‘gages = a a ak ‘08h It (00 921 z i ~~ - Po a. 2 ee §N4BIS 9aj 03 saduUByIXY 

| | | a - | i 





130 INDIAN. LAND TRANSACTIONS 





CHEYENNE RIVER TRIBAL COUNCIL RESOLUTIONS 
RESOLUTION 23-58 


Whereas the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe has on deposit in the United States 
Treasury approximately $3 million which is payment for severance damages to 
the reservation caused by the taking of several thousand acres of Indian-owned 
land under Public Law 776, 83d Con:ress, section II thereof; and 

Whereas there is on file in the realty office of the Cheyenne River Agency sev- 
eral hundred applications for the sale of land by individual Indians to the tribe; 
and 

Whereas if the tribe or members thereof do not purchase such land for which 
applications for sale or patent in fee have been filed which should be retained 
for Indian use, these lands will go out of Indian ownership by means of adver- 
tised sales or patents in fee being issued and in many cases the termination of 
trust status will seriously affect the protection and use of Indian lands remain- 
ing in trust status; and 

Whereas the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Council’s former request for 
$500,000 to purchase land (Resolution No. 58-56 approved July 2, 1956), to re- 
place the land lost by the Oahe taking has been exhausted by the purchase of 
approsimately 58,000 acres of land and will have to purchase an additional 
50,000 acres to replace the land lost by the Oahe taking; and 

Whereas the greater part of the request for sales of land by the individual are 
in heirship status, where the tribe holds an interest or are key tracts which 
should be purchased to restore economic units for use by Indian cattle operators; 
and 

Whereas these individual allottees, where the tribe holds an interest in such 
land cannot sell this land for reason that section 2 tribal lands, article VIII— 
Land under the constitution and bylaws of the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 
approved December 27, 1935, by the Secretary of the Interior, prohibits the sale 
of tribal lands or interest in land; and 

Whereas it will be advantageous to the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe to pur- 
chase such of these lands which will protect the land eonsolidation program 
that the tribe has built up for the past 24 years and by such purchase will pre- 
vent further checkerboarding of the reservation and will keep these lands in 
Indian ownership to be used by members of the tribe in connection with the 
existing repayment cattle program and the current rehabilitation program; and 

Whereas the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has disapproved of a recent 
request for a per capita payment and stated that the tribe should use these funds 
in a plan spending program: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the Cheyenne River Siour Tribal Council this 38d day of March 
1958, That the sum of $500,000 be set aside from the payment received by the 
tribe for severance damages caused by the loss of tribal land within the taking 
area to be used for the purchase of land to replace the acreage lost by the tribe 
through the Oahe Reservoir taking and the purchase of land to be made with 
these funds to be those tracts of land which will best serve the needs of the 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Council request for $250,000 
immediately, these funds to be used for the purchase of land and the remaining 
$250,000 to remain on deposit in the United States Treasury until such time as 
it is needed for further purchase of land. 


CERTIFICATION 


I, Alice Bowker, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary of the Chey- 
enne River Sioux Tribal Council, do hereby certify that the above resolution was 
duly adopted by the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Council which is composed of 
15 members of whom 11 members, constituting a quorum, were present at a 
regular session duly noticed, called, convened, and held at Cheyenne Agency, S. 
Dak., on March 3, 4, 5, 1958, by a vote of 7 for, 3 against, 1 not voting, and 4 
absent, and that the said resolution has not been rescinded or amended in any 
way. 


ALICE BOWKER, 
[SEAL] Secretary, Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe. 
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RESOLUTION 58-56 


Whereas the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe has on deposit in the United States 
Treasury approximately $900,000 which is payment for tribal lands within the 
Oahe Reservoir taking area under Public Law 776, section IL; and 

Whereas there are on file in the realty office of the Cheyenne River Agency 
applications for sale or patent in fee on approximately 30,000 acres of land on 
the Cheyenne River Reservation ; and 

Whereas if the tribe or members thereof do not purchase such of the land for 
which applications for sale or patent in fee have been filed which should be 
retained for Indian use, these lands will go out of Indian ownership by means 
of advertised sales or patents in fee being issued and in many cases the termina- 
tion of trust status will seriously affect the protection and use of Indian lands 
remaining in trust status; and 

Whereas it will be advantageous to the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe to pur- 
chase such of these lands which will protect the land consolidation program that 
the tribe has built up for the past 24 years and by such purchases will prevent 
further checkerboarding of the reservation and will keep these lands in Indian 
ownership to be used by members of the tribe in connection the existing repay- 
ment cattle program and the current rehabilitation program: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Council, That the sum of 
$500,000 be set aside from the payment received for the loss of tribal land within 
the taking area to be used for the purchase of land to replace the acreage lost 
by the tribe through the Oahe Reservoir taking area and the purchase of land 
to be made with these funds to be those tracts of land which will best serve the 
needs of the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Council request for $250,000 
of these funds immediately to be used for the purchase of land and the remain- 
ing $250,000 to remain on deposit in the United States Treasury until such time 
as is needed for further purchase of land. 

Approval recommended: Land and forestry committee. 

This resolution passed by a vote of 8 for, 5 against, 2 absent, and 0 not voting. 

ALICE BOWKER, 
Secretary, Tribal Council. 


PROPOSED PROGRAM DRAWN UP IN ACCORDANCE WITH RESOLUTION 77-56, 
SPETEMBER 6, 1956 


The following program was presented by the chairman which was drawn up 
in accordance with Resolution No. 77-56, September 6, 1956 for council’s con- 
firmation. Alex Chasing Hawk made a motion to accept the program drawn up 
by the chairman without any discussion seconded by Isaac Long and approved 
by a vote of 14 for, 0 against and 1 absent. 

Tribal land program for purchase of lands by the tribe from funds provided 
by Public Law 776, 83d Congress, in accordance with Resolution No. 58-56: 


A. Reasons for purchase of lands: 

1. To facilitate the establishment of Indian grazing units for rehabili- 
tation and relocation purposes. 

2. To acquire key tracts of land, either trust or fee land. 

3. To restore the tribal land base through purchase of lands to replace 
tribal lands lost in the Oahe taking. 

B. Location of lands to be purchased : 

1. In general, purchases will be limited to lands located within the 
boundaries of the established consolidation area. Any lands pur- 
chased outside that area will be used for trading stock to acquire 
key tracts within the area. 

2. Lands so situated as to permit clients of the rehabilitation program 
to take advantage of reduced tribal rates in acquisition of grazing 
units. 

C. Types of land to be purchased : 

1. Strategically located tracts that will assist members of the tribe who 
have lost their homes in the Oahe taking to establish new homes 
and grazing units pursuant to section XI of Public Law 776. 
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2. Scattered tracts and fractionated interests owned by (a@) members 
of the tribe residing off the reservation and who have no intention 
of returning, (b) nonmembers who have acquired interests in lands 
on Cheyenne River Reservation through inheritance, and (c) resi- 
dent members who have interests in several tracts of land that are 
of no particular benefit to them. 

3. Allotments owned by (a) nonresident members who do not intend to 
return to the reservation, (0) resident members who wish to leave 
the reservation permanently, and (c) older members who wish to 
realize something from their lands while living . 

4. Key tracts of fee patent lands that may be offered for sale, either by 
members of tribe or non-Indians. 

Description of consolidation area here referred to: 

Beginning at a point on the north boundary of the reservation at the north- 
east corner of section 6, T. 17 N., R. 30 E., running 3 miles south; thence west 
8% miles, south 2 miles; thence west 914 miles, south 1 mile, west 1 mile, south 
2 miles; thence west 11 miles, south 3 miles, west 3 miles, south 1 mile; thence 
west 8 miles, south 3 miles, west 3 miles, south 1 mile; thence west 14 miles, 
north 4 miles; thence west 10 miles, north 6 miles, west 6 miles, south 6 miles, 
then west 7 miles to the west boundary of the reservation; thence south 9 miles 
along the reservation line; thence east 5 miles, south 4 miles; thence east 11 
miles, north 3 miles, east 1 mile; thence east 8 miles, south 3 miles, east 2 miles, 
south 314 miles, east 21% miles, north % mile, east 1%4 miles, north 3 miles; 
thence east 12 miles, south 6 miles, west 1 mile, south 3 miles, west 6 miles, south 
5 miles, east 6 miles; thence south 6 miles, west 6 miles, south 4 miles; thence 
west 12 miles, north 4 miles; thence west 12 miles, north 4 miles, west 8 miles, 
south 2 miles; thence west 4 miles to the west boundary of the reservation; 
thence south along the reservation line to the south boundary. Area bounded 
on the south and east by the Cheyenne and Missouri Rivers, respectively. 

I, Alice Bowker, the duly qualified acting and elected Secretary of the Chey- 
enne River Sioux Tribal Council hereby certify that the foregoing is an excerpt 
of the minutes of the regular session of the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Coun- 
cil on October 2, 3, 4, 5, 1956, and appears on pages 8 and 9. 

[SEAL] ALICE BOWKER, 

Secretary, Cheyenne River Sioug Tribal Council. 
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Disposal of lands in unrestricted status 


Acres Acres Acres 
ee ie: | es 200,00 1b 20006 o) cc Se 1, 624. 55 
Se kabhi my i bean 2, GTi. G6 120 O a i ins 6, 689. 83 
eid a 3B: Gee. Ge | Weeewcsahdene 2, Se Be eto ccc 1, 898. 42 
eens medina cas See | OS ic kwne PONG | 100C weuannnuns 2, 948. 15 


Tribal purchase of land 


ROR sala 9,525 acres (6,979 acres with local funds; 2,545 acres with 
gratuity funds). 

es 10,786 acres (9,989 acres with local funds ; 796 acres with gratuity 
funds). 

eee ees 28,792 acres (12,345 acres with local funds; 16,346 acres with 
gratuity funds). 

dharma 3,856 acres (2,893 acres with local funds; 963 acres with gratuity 
funds). 

een 4,900 acres (2,800 acres with local funds; 640 acres with gratuity 
funds). 

nih adiatiiacel 5,485 acres (all with local funds). 

Bee dG 8,894 acres (7,934 acres with local funds ; 960 acres with gratuity 
funds). 

1954__________. 5,954 acres (all with local funds). 

| 4,307 acres (all with local funds). 

| None. 


eee 34,089 acres with Oahe funds. 
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Acreage of tribal land permitted, 1948-57, and income during same period 








Indian use Non-Indian use 
Year ae 
Acres free use | Acres paid Acres Income 

212, 894 37, 262 $3, 069. 24 382, 384 $60, 522.72 
230, 474 41, 767 3, 281. 33 389, 998 62, 146. 27 
223, 081 39, 377 2, 899. 88 389, 759 61, 710. 62 
178, 166 61, 954 6, 673. 36 436, 651 94, 306. 00 
188, 193 70, 720 7,328. 66 446, 448 95, 853. 14 
176, 852 72, 843 7, 445. 43 444, 670 97, 513. 95 
147, 381 92, 192 17, 331. 46 480, 339 137, 939. 79 
148, 603 107, 525 18, 766. 35 481, 235 134, 318. 23 
151, 413 18f, 505 24, 578. 89 403, 185 122, 788. 95 

19, 694 470, 658 42, 138. 75 167, 758 55, 983. 12 








1 Although the acreage of Indian use has increased, the income for the same year has not increased in 
proportion due to the fact that reduced rates on tribal land have been granted to Indian operators. 


Use of Indian-owned land 


SO Crk tete bike: 1,318,733 acres, total acreage permitted. 
De tictsimscibach 1,044,645 acres, total acreage permitted. 
TO id cctcaanus 934,519 acres permitted to Indian operators. 

DN ik estaaiteien ds 438,539 acres permitted to Indian operators. 
1957___._.__--_._. 384,214 acres permitted to non-Indian operators. 
gd eee ee 506,106 acres permitted to non-Indian operators. 
MUU cia snictcicbiicapaeck 486,401 acres tribal land permitted to Indian operators. 
py a oe oe 212,867 acres tribal land permitted to Indian operators. 
TEE tient ki 444,167 acres allotted land permitted to Indian operators. 


ee cniitoudkas 222,237 acres allotted land permitted to Indian operators. 








2. FORT BERTHOLD AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFratrs, 
New Town, N. Dak., June 13, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator Murray: The following report for the Fort 
Berthold Indian Reservation is submitted in response to your request 
and questionnaire of April 17, 1958: 


PART I—DISPOSITIONS AND ACQUISITIONS IN THE LAST 10 YEARS 


1. Number of acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947, was 28,549. 
All of this was in trust ownership. We have no record of the tribe 
ever having acquired fee or taxable land, except for one lot which 
they now own in the city of New Town. 

2. On July 1, 1947, there were 550,089 acres of restricted or trust 
allotted land in individual ownership. 

3. See table. 

4, See table. 

5. See table. 

6. See table. 

The instruction concerning 7 to 10 referred to land not previously 
under Indian ownership. We assume that this refers to land which 
has been acquired from nontrust status or fee status. Several of the 
tracts which have been acquired were originally allotments for which 
patents in fee had been issued. Also, there have been some purchases 
of fee lands which were a part of the lands which were disposed of 
when a portion of the reservation was opened for settlement in 1910. 

7. See table. 

8. The replies to this question have been made on a fiscal-year basis 
the same as those reported under question 7. 

9. See table. 

10. See table. 

11. On June 30, 1957, there were 26,087 acres reported in tribal 
ownership. All of this acreage was in trust. The only nontrust or 
taxable land which the Three Affiliated Tribes acquired is the one lot 
in New Town which was mentioned above. This lot is described as lot 
17 in block 28, and was purchased on March 1, 1954, at a cost of $350. 
A review of the land transactions for the first 6 months of the fiscal 
year 1958 shows that as of December 31, 1957, the Three Affiliated 
Tribes owned 27,403.240 acres of trust land. 

12. On June 30, 1957, there were reported 399,898 acres of trust or 
restricted allotted land in individual Indian ownership. A review of 
the land transactions between June 30 and December 31, 1957, indi- 
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cate that there were 396,814 acres of trust or restricted allotted land 
on December 31, 1957. 

13. The one act of Congress which had a tremendous effect on the 
land situation of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation was the taking 
of over 100,000 acres for the Garrison Reservoir. This act completely 
disrupted and revolutionized the Indians’ way of life. Most of the 
Indian families lived along the bottom lands of the river where wood, 
water, shelter, wild game, and wild fruit were plentiful. All of these 
people were forced to leave their former home places and move to the 
higher grounds and to the more remote areas which were left as 
residual segments when the waters of the new lake rose and divided 
the reservation into five completely separated segments. Entirely new 
road and school systems had to be planned and established. Although 
many of the families which were moved have taken hold and are mak- 
ing a go of it in their new locations, there are many others who still 
have not become fully adjusted to the new situation and have not 
learned how to make adequate or good use of their resources. 

The tribal council has continually objected to the granting of pat- 
ents in fee or the selling of land through supervised sales. It has con- 
tended that the land base of the reservation was so drastically cut by 
the establishment of the Garrison Reservoir that until after such time 
has elapsed as will be needed to make a more thorough study of the 
land situation and of the needs of the individuals for purchases and 
for consolidations through purchase or the exchange of lands or in- 
herited interests, no alienations from Indian ownership should be 
permitted. 

The tribal council engaged the Doane Agricultural Service, Inc., 
to make an agricultural and industrial survey of the reservation and 
surrounding area for the purpose of developing immediate and long- 
range programs for the economic ene of the Fort Berthold 
Indian people. The council has likewise promoted a community 
development campaign throughout the reservation. 

A tribal delegation voiced its opposition to the sale or further alien- 
ation of Indian trust lands when it was in the Indian Office in May 
1957. 

14. The multiple ownership due to fractional inherited interests 
has, at Fort Berthold, seriously hampered the acquisition and disposal 
of Indian lands. 

(a) Undivided interests owned by the tribe are not a problem at 
Fort Berthold since the tribe does not own any such interests. 

(6) The number of undivided interests by non-Indians and alien 
Indians on the Fort Berthold Reservation is believed to be less than 
the average on other reservations. Only in rare instances are these 
interests of such size or located in places where partitionment and 
patent in fee would not hamper or interfere with the consolidation 
plans of the tribe or individual Indians. Three non-Indians who own 
fractional inherited interests have indicated a desire to convey their 
fractional shares to their children who are members of the Three 
Affiliated Tribes and who also own fractional interests in the same 
estates. 

(c) Many undivided interests are owned by minors on the reserva- 
tion. Up to 2 years ago some use was made of the Secretary’s author- 
ity to convey the interests of minors and incompetent. This authority 
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has not been used for approximately 2 years. Likewise, some use has 
also been made of tribal court appointed guardians in land transac- 
tions. The use of such guardians was stopped for a time but has since 
been resumed. 

(d) We have experienced considerable difficulty in cases where 
there were many heirs who could not reach an agreement as to the 
division or disposal of lands. We have had many instances where 
there were many heirs who could not reach an agreement as to the 
division or disposal of lands. We have had many instances where 
only 1 or 2 individuals have refused to go along with 4 or 5 or 6 other 
—" of the same family in affecting the division or sale of inherited 
ands 

(e) The use of the Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands held 
by minor or incompetent heirs has been briefly discussed above. Al- 
though the tribe had several transactions under negotiation it has not 
for the last 2 years been permitted to make such purchases. 


PART II. KEY TRACTS—-FORT BERTHOLD 


1. Little attempt has been made on the part of the tribe or indi- 
vidual Indian or the agency to designate any tracts as key tracts. 

2. None. 

3. Although several tracts have been purchased by the tribe, and by 
individual Indians, none of the tracts have been specifically designated 
as key tracts. They were considered as very desirable tracts for 
acquisition by either the tribe or the individual. In 1955, 1 tract of 
74 acres was sold to a non-Indian and the tribal council persuaded this 
man to withdraw his bid and permit the tribe to buy the land at the 
same price which the non-Indian offered for it. This person was given 
a 5-year lease on the land by the tribe. In March 1958, the tribe was 
an unsuccessful bidder on a tract of 320 acres in the west part of the 
reservation which they had hoped to buy because the land is located 
in a grazing area where nearly all of the surrounding lands are owned 
by Indians. 

4. None. The tribal council considers all land within the reserva- 
tion as more or less key land in view of the large acreage lost through 
the Garrison Reservoir taking by the United States Army. 

5. There have not been enough of this type of sales to have much 
effect on the lands remaining in Indian ownership. 

6. None of the tracts which have been acquired by the tribe or by 
individual Indians from a fee to a trust status can in the strictest 
sense be called key tracts. They have been very desirable tracts in 
areas of Indian ownership where they can be used to the advantage 
with other Indian lands in the areas. 


PART III. EXTENT OF TRIBAL ASSUMPTION OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR REAL 
ESTATE ACTIVITIES—FORT BERTHOLD 


1. There are two tribal real estate employees engaged in real estate 
work, (1) Alfreda Good Iron, tribal clerk, salary $4, 186 per annum. 
Mrs. Good Iron is tribal land leasing enterprise employee and her 
work is to receive applications for leases, prepare leases at the request 
of the negotiating parties or to advertise leases when so required by 
regulations and to maintain the lease files and records concerning all 
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agricultural and farm-pasture leases, hay permits, and tribal lot 
permits. She also receipts for all fees for services which are paid to 
the tribal land leasing enterprise. (2) Mrs. Edith Whitman, tribal 
clerk, salary $3,415 per annum. Mrs. Whitman has been hired for 
work in the grazing and the realty divisions. During the winter she 
assisted in checking the range-unit schedules and mapping the various 
range units. Currently, she is employed at indexing the reservation 
allotment records. The tribal council has a iand committee consisting 
of five members which considers all tribal land matters and makes 
recommendations to the council. 

2. None. See No.6. 

3. None. See No. 6. 

4. See No. 1. 

5. The tribal council has the one committee referred to under No. 1. 

The tribal council has a locally hired attorney who advises the 
men on many phases of the tribes’ activities including land matters. 
About a year ago the tribal council engaged the Doane Agricultural 
Service, Inc., to -make an industrial and economic study of the reserva- 
tion. ‘There has been no Bureau opposition to this. 

7. The tribe has a land-service enterprise which was established in 
1947 in order to take over a part of the services which had been per- 
formed by the Department in connection with the leasing of Selon 
trust lands. In accordance with this plan, the fees which are charged 
for this service, both the lessee’s and lessor’s, are deposited to the credit 
of the land-service enterprise funds and used to pay the cost of the 
operation of the enterprise. This operation has been quite successful 
and has been a means of continuing service to Indians and non-Indians 
which the Bureau for a time was unable to furnish because of insuffi- 
cient funds. 

8. So far as this agency is aware, neither the tribe nor the area office 
have ever been instructed to turn real-estate operations over to the 
Bureau. 

I trust that the information submitted herewith will be of assistance 
to the committee in its work. Please call on this agency for any addi- 
tional information that may be required. 

Sincerely yours, 
Owen D. Morken, Superintendent. 
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3. PIERRE AGENCY 
A. Crow Creek RESERVATON 


DePARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran Arrarrs, 
Pierre, S. Dak., June 10, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Drar SENATOR Murray: In accordance with your request of April 
17, 1958, we are enclosing the completed report covering the Crow 
Creek Reservation. 

The acreages shown in the table sent to us by your office have been 
rounded in order not to carry a fractional acreage. There are no esti- 
mates in the report as to acreages or numbers of transactions. The 
report is very general with reference to the portion covering key 
tracts (pt. IL). The files do not show the basis for the past. tribal 
purchases and there are no allegations that certain tracts are key tracts. 
The files do not contain information on the history and effectiveness of 
the tribal land enterprise; therefore, our report is not too lengthy 
on this subject. 

The tribal officials of the Crow Creek Tribal Council have requested 
my realty staff to assume full responsibility for this report and there 
will be no report made by the tribe. 

It is impossible for my staff to furnish the authorities dates of 
acquisition of Federal or Government-owned lands in the time allotted. 
We are furnishing the following information on Federal or Govern- 
ment owned land (acreages rounded) : 


Bupmarginal land. total acreage... 4.2.5 nese wane £, cideeioetiey, ate AAO 
Acreage in range units permitted to Indians . Me alee. a : . 4,580 
Acreage in range units permitted to non-Indians______--______~- vews Ay SO" 
Acreage leased to Indians Rg I io 400 
Acreage leased to non-Indians _ a eee pies ini Lean 872 
Government-owned lands, total acreage_____________-__________- : 1, 800 
Acreage leased to non-Indians____- pita = said a iebdbe'alt ni cesses ~ by 100 


40 acres used for school purposes, Fort Thompson School. 
We are very happy to have worked on this report for you and trust 
that you will find it helpful. 
Sincerely yours, 
C. H. Berrzer, Superintendent. 


CROW CREEK 
(JUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DispostT1ioN AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 
1. There were 1,467.67 acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947. 
The Crow Creek Tribe had acquired no land in a fee status. 
2. There were 151,210.43 acres in trust or restricted status in allotted 
or individual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947. 
140 
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3. See the following table: 








Fiscal year Number of | Acres Fiscal year Number of | Acres 
| transactions removed | transactions removed 

194s rrr 5 OOF fr ea renee 14 | 1, 826 
1949 i 6 720 1955 | 12 | 110, 256 
1950... Sank 16 2, 157 I i a ak ee 12 1, 440 
1061... s 873 1957_ wierd begee dtm tachgs 50 6, 172 
1952____ 13 1, 997 Oe 

Se kak cncaanaens 13 1, 620 Sn. dcbalerasa 144 27, 061 


1 Includes 9,417 acres taken for the Fort Randall Reservoir. 

. The acreage disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction 
uri ing each fise cal year is shown as a part of the answer to question 
No. 3. 

. The numbers of transactions for each year shown in answer to 
No. 3, broken down by the type of transaction is et n on the table 
which follows the questionnaire as follows: Lines 1, 3, 4, 5,'6, 
7 13, 14, and 15. 

The acreage for each year shown in answer to No. 4, broken down 
by ‘the type of transaction is shown on the are which follows the 


eat at as follows: Lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 12, 13, 14, and 15. 
The number of transactions consumm: sea "dur ing each fiscal year 
since July 1, 1947, whereby tribal or individual Indian lands were 


acta is as follows: 


Fiscal years | Number of Acres Fiscal years Number of Acres 


transactions acquired transactions acquired 
1948 1 a Se 7 0 | 0 
1949. ... l 120 1954... 0 0 
Wi acads- 7 838 SOGR. 6 sin s0d ; 0 | 0 
1951 rd ] 80 1956_.. : om l 120 
1952... 0 | 0 || 1957... Lid , 1 80 


The acreage acquired during each fise sal y year is show nas a part of 
the answer to question No. 7. 

The numbers of transactions for each year shown in answer to 
question No. 7, broken down by the type of transaction, can be found 
on lines 21 and 22 or the table which follows the questionnaire. 

10. The acreages for each year shown in answer to No. 8, broken 
down by the type of transaction, can be found on lines 21 and 22 of the 
table which follows the questionnaire. 

The acreage in tribal ownership in a trust status as of December 
31, 1957, was 9,986.81. The Crow Creek Sioux Tribe acquired no land 
in fee status. 

There were 111,267.24 acres in trust or restricted status in allotted 
or individual Indian ian eae stom December 31, 1957. 

15. Prior to the calendar year of 1955 a few Indian landowners 
secured legislation that gave tines fee patents or unrestricted title to 
their lands. It is our opinion that these special acts had no effect. on 
the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. No study is being made 
of the cause and effect of sales. The Crow Creek Tribal Council has 
not passed or considered any resolution on this subject. 

14. (a) The Crow Creek Sioux Tribe held an undivided interest m 
23 allotments as of February 1,1957. The individuals holding inter- 
ests in these allotments are limited to sell only to the tribe at the a 
praised value. Furthermore, these individuals can sell their land if 
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the tribe has the funds. The Crow Creek Tribal Council has, however, 
obligated the funds they received from the lands taken for the Fort 

Randall Reservoir for the purchase of the outstanding interests in sales 
of undivided interests to the tribe in allotments in which the tribe does 
not now hold an interest are not encouraged at this time. 

(6) The problem of the disposal of lands wherein an undivided 
interest is owned by non-Indians and alien Indians is not too great. 
The interest owned by Indians can be sold by bids and a fee patent 
issued to the purchaser. The purchaser can then negotiate with the 
non-Indians or alien Indians to acquire their interest. A problem can 
develop in determining the estate of a non-Indian or alien Indian 
who has been deceased for a number of years or in a case where the 
interest is very small. The acquisition of land by the tribe or an 
individual Indian in which an undivided interest is owned by non- 
Indians and alien Indians can become a problem if we are unable to 
locate the non-Indians holding an interest. In some cases it is neces- 
sary to secure an abstract of title from the county records and the 
cost of such abstract is not justified in view of the interest involved. 

(c) The acquisition by the tribe or an individual Indian of lands 
owned by minors or a minor holding an interest can be a problem on 
the Crow Creek Reservation, although it is not under the Reorgan- 
ization Act. It is necessary to have a guardian appointed by the State 
courts in order that a deed can be executed. The appointing of a 
guardian by the State court poses a problem where the minors’ in- 
terest is small and the costs of the proceeding cannot be paid from the 
minors’ share. The disposal to fee status presents no problem when 
the land is sold through competitive bidding on a non-Indian reorgan- 
ization reservation. 

(d) There has not been too much difficulty in reaching a use agree- 
ment among the heirs of lands in heirship status. In the disposal of 
lands, some heirs holding very small undivided interests have not con- 
sented to the sale of lands, thereby preventing the sale of lands by 
heirs holding majority interests. 

(e) To a certain degree, some use has been made of the Sec retary’s 
authority to sell heirship land by the use of an order transferring in- 
herited interests. The order was executed by the Secretary or his au- 
thorized representative and conveyed heirship land to the tribe or an- 
other Indian if minor or incompetent heirs were involved. It w 
necessary to secure the signed applications or consents from many of 
the heirs, however, during the year of 1956 conveyances by this kind 
of order were prohibited. The tribe purchased land by this order and 
since the market was limited only to Indian purchasers or the tribe, 
individual Indian sellers may not have received the full return for 
their lands. 

PART II—CROW CREEK 

1. None. 

2. None. 

3. A number of tracts have been purchased by the Crow Creek 
Sioux Tribe upon recommendation of Bureau personnel. These tracts 
were recommended for purchase by the tribe for the reason that they 
were located in an area of predomin: untly Indian and tribal-owned 
land or essential to the operations of an Indian unit. The tribe has 
not alleged any tracts to be key tracts. 

4. None. 

5. Not applicable. 

6. Not applicable. 
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PART IlI—CROW CREEK 


In connection with this portion of the report, it might be well to 
add that the tribal clerks’ salaries are paid from the fees collected from 
land transactions and lessor and lessee fees. In land transactions the 
seller pays a fee based on the total sale price, i. e., from $100.01 to 
$250, fee $2.50; $251 to $500, fee $5; and for each additional $500 or 
any part of $500, fee $2. The purchaser pays a fee on the purchase 
price as follows: $1,000 or less, fee $1.50; $1,000 to $2,000, fee $2; 
$2,000 or more, $2.50. In addition to the purchaser fees an a‘ditional 
sum of $20 is paid by the purchaser. In connection with leases the 
following fees are charged based on a total rental. Lessee fees as 
follows: Rental $1 to $100, fee $1; $101 to $250, fee $2.50; $251 to $500, 
fee $5. Lessor fees are collected as follows: Rental $25 or less, fee 
25 cents: $25 to $50, fee 50 cents; $50.01 to $100, fee $1 4 $101 to $250, 
fee $2.50; $251 to $500, fee $5. In order that the Crow Creek Tribe 
can use these fees it is necessary that a clerk be hired by them to assist 
in the branch of realty, otherwise, the fees must be deposited in the 
United States Treasury. 

1. The Crow Creek Sioux Tribe has hired one clerk typist to assist 
in the branch of realty. The annual salary paid to him out of the fees 
account is $3,175 per annum. This clerk assists in the branch of realty 
by doing straight copy work or handling correspondence, however, 
approximately only 30 percent of his time is devoted to realty work 
and the remainder is used to assist the tribal council with minutes 
and other work. The tribe also employs another clerk who is paid 
from the fees account at $3,175 and this clerk devotes all his time to 
tribal business, none of which is directly connected with tribal real 
estate. 

2. No Bureau employees are paid in part or full by the tribe. 

3. The tribe has no regularly employed real-estate adviser or con- 
sultant. 

4. The entire tribal council acts on all real-estate activities concern- 
ing the tribe. 

». The tribe has relied on Bureau personnel for advice regarding 
their real-estate activities. 

6. The tribe has not employed private consultants to study phases 
of its real-estate activities and they have not expressed any desire to 
do so. The Bureau has not disapproved such employment. 

7. The Plan of Operation of the Land Purchase and Adjustment 
Enterprise of the Crow Creek Tribe was approved April 7, 1950. The 
purpose of the enterprise was to consolidate and improve the tenure 
of the land base on the reservation for the use and benefit of the mem- 
bers of the tribe. The plan provided that the tribe would purchase 
key tracts of individually owned trust lands, fee lands, and heirship 
lands. The enterprise was to assume the clerical and ministerial de- 
tails of leasing, permitting, exchanges, partitions, and other transac- 
tions involving the individual and tribal trust lands. The tribe has 
purchased land and is still purchasing land under this enterprise. 
The tribe did not assume the clerical and administrative responsibili- 
ties in connection with land leasng and land transactions. It is indi- 
cated that the land purchases by the tribe were handled by Bureau per- 
sonnel and all tribal land transactions are handled by Bureau person- 
nel at the present time. 

8. To our knowledge neither the tribe nor the area office has been 
instructed to turn real-estate operations over to the Bureau. 
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B. Lower Brute RESERVATION 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or INpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Pierre, S. Dak., June 10, 1958. 
Hon. James EK. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SenatToR Murray: In accordance with your request of April 
17, 1958, we are enclosing the completed report covering the Lower 
Brule Reservation. 

The acreage shown in the table sent to us by your office have been 
rounded. There are no estimates in the re port as to acreage or num- 
bers of transactions. The narrative report is very general with ref- 
erence to that portion covering key tracts (part II). The files do not 
show the basis for the past tribal purchases and there are no allega- 
tions that certain tracts are key tracts. There is no information in the 
files on the history and effectiveness of the tribal land enterprises, 
therefore, our report is general and does not go into great length. 

There will be no report made by officials of the Lower Brule Tribal 
Council. 

It is impossible for my staff to furnish the authorities, dates of 
acquisition of Federal or Government-owned lands in the time al- 
lotted. We are furnishing the following information on the use of 
Federal-owned land (acreages rounded) : 


Submarginal land, total acreage___- 13, 997 
Acreage in range units permitted to India ins... ; dot 6, 122 
Acreage in range units permitted to non-Indians Re ae CE 7, O95 
Acreage leased to non-Indians ee 2 aa TSO 


We are very happy to have worked on ‘this report for you and trust 
that you will find the information helpful. 
Sincerely yours, 
C. H. Britze., Superintendent 


LOWER BRULE 


(JUESTION NAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 
There were 24,784.92 acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947. 
There were 24,784.92 in trust land. The Lower Brule Sioux Tribe had 
acquired no land in a fee status. 
There were 108,272.25 acres in trust or restricted status in al- 
lotted or individual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947. 
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3. See the following table: 








Fiscal year | Number of Acres Fiscal year | Number of | Acres 

transactions removed transactions | removed 
1948 2 331 1954 1 164 
1949. 3 480 || 1955 ie as 3 | 18,477 
1950 3 374 || 1956 ae te aeieieta awe 4 | 639 
1951 2 200 1957 | 8 1,725 
1952 4 648 - 
1953 - 4 


811 Oth Lc csekecs 34 | 13, 849 


17,997 acres in T. A. 


The acreage disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction 
during each fiscal year is shown as a part of the answer to question 3. 

The numbers of transactions for each year shown in answer to 
No. 3 3, broken down by the type of transaction, is shown on the table 
which follows the questionnaire as follows: lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 12, 13, 
14, and 15. 

The acreage for each shown in answer to No. 4, broken down by 
the type of transaction, is shown on the table which follows the ques- 
— as follows: lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 12, 13, 14, and 15. 

. The number of transactions consummated during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 195%, whereby tribal or individual Indian lands ac- 
quired is as follows 


Fiscal years Number of Acres Fiscal years Number of Acres 
transactions acquired transactions acquired 
148 0 0 1953 0 0 
49 l 160 1954 0 0 
1950 12 2, O70 1955 0 0 
1951 0 0 || 1956 0 0 
1952 | 320 || 1957 0 0 


The acreage acquired during each fiscal year is shown as a part 
of the answer to question No. 7. 

The numbers of transactions for each year shown in answer to 
dasatien No. 7, broken down by the type of transaction, can be found 
on lines 21 and 22 of the table which follows the questionnaire. 

10. The acreage for each year shown in answer to No. 8, broken 
down by the type of transaction, can be found on lines 21 and 22 of 
~ able which follows the questionnaire. 

The acreage in tribal ownership in a trust status as of Decem- 
tid i 1957, was 40,365.87. United States held all land in trust. 
The Lower Brule Sioux Tribe acquired no land in fee status. 

There were 78,857.85 acres in trust or restricted status in al- 
— or individual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

Prior to the year 1955 a small number of landowners secured 
tiadietien that gave them fee patents or unrestricted title to their 
lands. It is our opinion that these special acts had no great effect 
on the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. No study is being 
made of the course and effect of sales. The Lower Brule Tribal 
Council has not passed or considered any resolution on the subject 
of land sales or a study. 

(a) The Lower Brule Tribe held an undivided interest in 32 
tracts of land. In some of these allotments there are over 65 heirs 
who own the land with the tribe. The tribe owns less than a half 
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interest in these allotments and in one case owns less than a one-tenth 
interest. The individuals holding interests in these tracts are limited 
to sell only to the tribe at the appraised value. The interests are pur- 
chased only if the tribe is agreeable to purchasing or if funds are 
available. The Lower Brule Tribal Council has not obligated funds 
for the purchase of these interests as the Crow Creek Tribe has done. 
(Refer to report covering Crow Creek Reservation. ) 

We understand that this portion refers only to lands in which the 
tribe holds an undivided interest; however, the so-called exchange 
assignments which are still in existence on the Lower Brule Reserva- 
tion should be mentioned at this point. An individual conveyed his 
inherited interests to the tribe and received an exchange assignment 
to a parcel of tribal land. He received certain rights to the land 
during his lifetime and the land could be passed on to a successor, 
who is a member of the tribe, upon his death. It has come to our 
attention that several problems have been encountered by the Lower 
Brule Tribe upon the death of holders of exchange assignments. In 
addition to this the holders of such assignments can sell the assign- 
ment only to the tribe or another tribal member. In some cases the 
holders of such assignments no longer have need for the land, since 
they have moved away from the reservation, and would like to sell; 
however, the tribe either cannot buy the assignment or will not, since 
the land does not fit in the land-consolidation program. The indi- 
viduals could use the money to purchase homes or take vocational 
training away from the reservation. 

The Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Sioux Tribes, who also 
made exchange assignments, have secured legislation to vest full title 
in the holders of exchange assignments. The Bureau does not permit 
new exchange assignments to be made; instead, land exchanges are 
approved vesting full title in the individual. The tribe is not en- 
couraged to acquire undivided interests in lands in which they do not 
now have an interest. 

(6) The disposal of allotments in which an undivided interest is 
owned by non-Indians and alien Indians does not present too great a 
problem. The interest owned by Indians can be sold by bids and a 
patent in fee issued to the purchaser and the purchaser can negotiate 
direct with the nontrust owners for their interest. 

The acquisition of land by an individual in which an undivided 
interest is owned by a non-Indian can become a problem if the holder 
of the nontrust interest is deceased. 

The cases mentioned under part (a) of this question are allotments 
in which the tribe, individual Indians, and non-Indians hold an un- 
divided interest. The task of the tribe acquiring these outstanding 
interests in these allotments appears practically insurmountable at 
the present time for the reason that the origins ul allottee died in 1900 
or prior thereto and some of the heirs, although being Indian, have 
not been enrolled with the Lower Brule Tribe or with another tribe 
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and have not been in contact with the agency. Many of these origi- 
nal heirs are now deceased and, insofar as this office is aware, the 
estates have not been determined and the probable heirs are unknown. 
The addresses of many of these heirs are unknown. 

(c) The purchase by the tribe or an individual Indian of lands 
owned by minors presents a problem if the interest is small and the 
cost of the guardianship proceeding cannot be paid from the minors’ 
share. The tribe has agreed to pay the costs of the proceedings on 
some of their purchase “if the minors’ interest is small. Under the 
constitution of the Lower Brule Tribal Council and tribal court code, 
the tribal court can appoint guardians for minors if the proper ordin- 
ance is adopted. The appointing of guardians for minors by the tribal 
court would be beneficial since the cost of the proceeding through the 
tribal court would not be expensive; however, the tribal council has 
not taken definite action on this matter although members of the 
Bureau staff have explained and assisted them with the procedures to 
follow. The disposal to fee status presents the same problem as here- 
tofore discussed. 

(7) There has not been too much difficulty in reaching a use agree- 
ment among heirs of land in heirship status. In the disposal of lands, 
some heirs holding very small undivided interests have not consented 
to the sale of lands, thereby preventing the sale of lands by heirs hold- 
ing majority interests. 

(ce) Toa certain degree, some use has been made of the Secretary’ ~ 
authority to sell heirship land by the use of an order transferring 1n- 
herited interests. The order was executed by the Secretary or his au- 
thorized representative and conveyed heirship land to the tribe or 
another Indian if minor or incompetent heirs were involved. It was 
necessary to secure the signed applications or consents from many of 
the heirs; however, during the year of 1956 conveyances by this kind 
of order were prohibited. The tribe purchased land by this order and 
since the market was limited only to Indian purchasers or the tribe, 
individual Indian sellers may not have received the full return for 
their lands. 

PART II—LOWER BRULE 

1. None. 

2. None. 

A number of tracts have been purchased by the Lower Brule 
Tribe upon recommendation of Bureau personnel. These tracts were 
recommended for purchase by the tribe for the reason that they were 
located in an area of predominantly Indian- and tribal-owned land 
or essential to the operation of an Indian unit. In some cases the 
Sureau has recommended that the tribe consider the purchase of lands 
upon which an application for patent-in-fee or supervised sale has 
been filed ; however, the recommendation has been ignored, and isolated 
tracts of land were purchased in lieu which were not considered essen- 
tial. All applications received are presented to the tribal council 
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for purchase if they are in an area of predominantly owned tribal 
and allotted land. The tribe has not alleged any tracts to be key 
tracts. 
4. None. 
5. Not applicable. 
6. Not applicable. 
PART III—LOWER BRULE 


In connection with this portion of the report, it might be well to add 
that the tribal clerks’ salaries are paid from the fees collected from 
land transactions and lessor and lessee fees. In land transactions the 
seller pays a fee based on the total sale price, i. e., from $100.01 to $250, 
fee $2.50; $251 to $500, fee $5 and for each additional $500 or any part 
of $500, fee $1. The purchaser pays a fee on the purchi ise price as 
follows: $1,000 or less, fee $1.50; $1,000 to $2,000, fee $2; $2,000 or 
more, $2.50. In addition to the purchaser fees an additional sum of 
$20 is paid by the purchaser. In connection with leases the following 
fees are charged based ona total rental. Lessee fees as follows: Rental 
$1 to $100, fee $1; $101 to $250, fee $2.50; $251 to $500, fee $5. Lessor 
fees are collected as follows: Rental $25 or less, fee 25 cents ; $25 to $50, 
fee 50 cents; $50.01 to $100, fee $1; $101 to $250, fee $2.50 : $251 to $500, 
fee $5. In order that the Lower Brule Tribe can use these fees it is 
necessary that a clerk be hired by them to assist in the branch of 
realty, otherwise, the fees must be deposited in the United States 
Treasury. 

The Lower Brule Sioux Tribe has hired 1 clerk-typist to assist 
in the branch of realty at an annual salary of $3,175 paid from the fees 
account. This clerk devotes approximately 30 percent of his time to 
realty work by doing copy work and assisting in correspondence and 
the balance is devoted to tribal business. The tribe also employs 
another clerk who is paid from the fees account at $3,175 and this clerk 
devotes all his time to tribal business, none of which is direc tly con 
nected with real estate. 

2. No Bureau employees are paid in part or in full by the tribe. 

The tribe has no regularly employed real estate adviser or con- 
snitant. 

The entire tribal council acts on all real-estate activities con- 
cerning tribal land activities. 

The tribe relies on Bureau personnel in most cases for advice 
regarding their real-estate activities. 

The tribe has not employed private consultants to study phases 
of its real-estate activities and they have not expressed a desire to do 
SO. The Bureau has not disapproved such employment. 

The plan of operations land-service enterprise of Lower Brule 
Sistas Tribe was approved February 10, 1948. The purpose of the 
enterprise was to assume the clerical and ministerial details involved 
in the leasing, permitting, exchanges, and other transactions involved 
in the handling of tribal and individual land. 
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This tribe is organized under the Indian Reorganization Act. Prior 
to 1955 the tribe hired personnel to assume much of the clerical re- 
sponsibilities, however, these tribal employees received direct super- 
vision from Bureau personnel. At one time the tribe handled the 
leasing of some of their own lands, however, this practice has been 
discontinued for reasons unknown and has requested that the Bureau 
assume the leasing of their land. The tribe at one time had a bonded 
treasurer and their funds were in private banks, this has also been 
discontinued and their funds are handled by the Bureau at the tribe’s 
request. The tribe continues to purchase land under the enterprise. 
All tribal land transactions are handled by Bureau personnel at the 
present time. 

8. To our knowledge neither the tribe nor the area office has been 
instructed to turn real-estate operations over to the Bureau. 
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4. PINE RIDGE AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OrFice or InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Pine Ridge, S. Dak., June 6, 1958. 

Hon. James E. Murray, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: Reference is made to your letter dated 
April 17, 1958, relative to the questionnaire and associated informa- 
tion requested for use by the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

We are herewith submitting answers to the questionnaire as it 
relates to the Pine Ridge Reservation which are included in the 
following: 

Part I. Volume of transactions involving Indian lands and relative 
information and including tribal resolutions numbers 458, 471, and 
57-28A, 

Part II. Information concerning key tracts. 

Part III. Extent to which the Oglala Sioux Tribe has assumed re- 
sponsibility in real estate activities. 

{exhibit 1. Table showing acquisitions and disposals of Indian trust 
lands on the Pine Ridge Reservation for the 10-year period 1948 
through 1957. 

Exhibit 2. Table enumerating Federal lands on the Pine Ridge Reser- 
vation since 1930 showing number of tracts, authorities, dates of 
acquisition, purpose of acquisition, and current use. 

Exhibit 3. History of tribal land employment during the last 10 years. 

Exhibit 4. The effects of old-age assistance on the ‘Indians’ desire to 
sell their lands. 

With reference to exhibit 1 concerning acquisition and disposal of 
Indian trust lands for the 10-year period 1948 through 1957, we believe 
the following additional table should be presented for the current year 

Summary “of trust land ac reage within the Pine Ridge Reserv: ation 
becoming nonrestricted or taxable during the period May 1 , 1957, to 
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April 30, 1958, as reported to the Department of Revenue, State of 
South Dakota. 











County | Number of | Acres 

| tracts | 

" ; | 

By direct patent in fee: | 
Shannon eb wT ULE ea Se Bi) 1 eee tee ane 12 | 2, 000. 00 
I ist ass dn dni hh cede des conk doadiitn ania bbhb Ghbeuphhie Sede beendel | 16 2, 562. 67 
Washabaugh-.--..--....-. * aaa 8 1, 377. 88 
By supervised sales: 4 
SR aa Fei cicdds shakdngedameies . _ 38 5, 430. 86 
Bennett air . 28 6, 808. 97 
Washabaugh sein aes ‘ 35 6, 144. 10 
—s —| $$ 
Total alienated tobias utlssc<sckee deena Samide | 137 | 24, 324. 48 





With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 
L. P. Towir, Superintendent. 





PINE RIDGE 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISposITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 
How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 


How many acres in trust?’ How many acres which the trible had ac- 
quired in fee? 


Acres 
TOR TIGLE CCV SNOT a oss ca ies bicteccornim tis second nin ackudiv ome eels nettedaaaeeesaeeceee a adele 250, 987 
Be Pe eewniemens Ss etic ais sn eka eh oa eee aieebaiesiincemiaad 250, 987 
Ac aes in fee by tribe a aban nak ele na eRe mde em aeaeite eee ane None 


How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individ- 
a Indi: an ownership as of July 1, 1947? 
Trust or restricted land in individual Indian ownership as of July 
1, 1947 : 1,548,319 acres. 
3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10. Refer to exhibit 1 of this report for answers 
from item 3 through item 10. 
How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decomber 31, 
1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 
Acres 
Tribal rr Src ag i spied xi ee es 1327, 790 
in trust____----_---_------------------------~------+------------- * 327, 790 
sis Ss St atl ha ah cal ib de oa-cy Ss behets dab None 


‘This acreage is approximate. Action is being taken to recompile all tribal holdings 
including undivided ownership interests. 


30451 58——12 
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12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

Trust or restricted land in individual Indian ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957 : 1,307,482 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination acts, 
private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What study 
is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal council 
passed or considered any resolution on this subject? Please elaborate 
and include any resolutions approved. 

There have not been any special acts for the Pine Ridge Reservation 
as of the date of this report which would affect the acquisition and 
disposal of Indian lands. 

We have initiated a study concerning the cause and effect of sales 
which has not been completed. Initial significant findings which are 
not as yet conclusive indicate that much of the individual allotted 
interests are in the hands of the older generations. These older people 
are more interested in making use of the land sale proceeds while they 
are alive rather than to have the benefits pass on to their heirs. 
We further find that in a large number of instances funds derived 
from land sales have been and are being utilized for consumer goods 
such as for food, clothes, and secondhand automobiles. Only a small 
proportion of land-sale funds are being used for permanent betterment 
such as building new homes, purchasing more suitable lands, or in the 
establishment of an enterprise which might result in a livelihood or a 
better living standard. 

The tribal council has passed several resolutions on this subject. 
Three resolutions which appear to have a direct bearing on tribal 
policy and plans are as follows, which are attached : 

No. 458, resolution to adopt the land-purchase program, adopted 
A ril 16, 1947. 

No. 471, plan of operations of the Oglala Sioux Tribe leasing 
service enterprise, adopted June 20, 1947. 

No. 57-28A, resolution of the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council to 
declare a moratorium in the sale of trust Indian land upon the 
Pine Ridge Indian Reservation to nonmembers, adopted April 
14, 1957. 

The Oglala Sioux Tribal Council, as an organized body, has in 
the past 10 years adopted an official policy opposing land sales. How- 
ever, individual members of the tribal council have been among the 
first to file applications and to press action for the sale of their indivi- 
dual allotments and interests. 

Action of the council has enabled the tribe to acquire trust allot- 
ments to the limit of funds available and to effect land exchanges 
whereby the individual members of the tribe could obtain tracts 
which they could profitably utilize. In turn the tribe has been able 
to accomplish a consolidation of its land interests although there 
is still much to be done to effect further consolidation of its holdings. 

The council is aware that approximately one-half of Bennett County 
comprising the southern portion has been alienated. Alienation has 
progressed since 1918 to such an extent in this particular county that 
an estimated two-thirds of the land has been removed from trust 


status. 
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The council is also cognizant that an estimated one-fourth of Washa- 
baugh County, the northeastern portion of the reservation, is now 
under nontrust ownership. This would approximate one-half of the 
entire acreage within Washabaugh County is composed of timber re- 
serves and badlands, which are in tribal ownership and not salable. 

Approximately nine-tenths of the lands in Shannon County, the 
stronghold of trust interests, is still not alienated. Practically all 
the alienated land lies in the extreme southeastern portion of the county 
from Wounded Knee east to the Shannon-Bennett County line. An 
estimated one-half of this vicinity is still in trust but it must be realized 
that, even though the alienated acreage is small, this southeastern por- 
tion is considered the most valuable from a land standpoint. It is 
composed of farmland, subirrigated meadowlands, and excellent 
grazing land. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe; 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien 
Indians; 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands; 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority. to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe 
been encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

(a) The Oglala Sioux Tribe owns an undivided interest in 85 in- 
dividual] allotments on the Pine Ridge Reservation ranging from one- 
twelfth to three-fourths interests. Tribal plans provide for the pur- 
chase or exchange, when practicable, of the remaining interests. The 
lack of available funds and the fact that many of the heirs to these 
interests are scattered throughout the Nation has made it difficult to 
complete this program. Only two of these cases were completed in 
1957 due to this. 

(6) An estimated 40 non-Indians hold interests in around 100 
Indian allotments. These cases result in some difficulty as far as ad- 
ministering trust lands is concerned, since the non-Indian interests 
are alienated and cannot be administered by the Bureau. Only the 
trust interests can be sold under Bureau supervision. 

Approximately 1,200 alien Indians own undivided interests on the 
reservation in possibly 2,000 allotments. The majority are members 
of the Rosebud Sioux. The remaining alien Indians with such in- 
terests are scattered over the Dakotas and the Midwest reservations. 
As far as can be ascertained most of these Indians desire to dispose of 
their interests and use the proceeds of the land sales ostensibly to 
establish themselves on their own reservations or wherever they might 
be residing. 

(c) The interests of minor children are quite extensive. There are 
an estimated 800 minors owning land interests on the reservation, most 
of which are small undivided interests ranging from one-sixteenth 
down to one one-hundredth. Under this condition it is difficult to 
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effect land transactions since legal guardians must be appointed by a 
recognized court. In many instances minor interests are so fr: action- 
ated that the prospective guardians do not consider that petitioning 
the court is worth the time and trouble involved. 

(d) The heirs on many trust allotments on this reservation live off 
the reservation being scattered throughout the Nation. Many are 
separated and live in opposite ends of the country. In cases where 
there are numerous heirs the Bureau has found that corresponding or 
otherwise contacting them is costly and time-consuming. In these 
circumstances disagreements among heirs are frequent. 

(e) The use of this authority has been discontinued at Pine Ridge. 
Legally appointed guardians for minor children and the incompetent 
heirs has been the basic requirement for the past 2 to 3 years. Use 
of the form, Order Transferring Inherited Interests, has never been 
widely used on the Pine Ridge Reservation although there have been 
a few instances in which title has been conveyed in this manner. 

The tribe has always had the opportunity to negotiate for the sale 
of the land before it is ever listed for advertisement. If these negotia- 
tions should fail, the tribe can ask the landowner to grant Indian 
preference which would permit the tribe or any member thereof to 
meet the high bid. If the owner is unwilling to grant Indian prefer- 
ence the tribe has had the same right as any other bidder. 


RESOLUTION No. 458 


To adopt the land purchase program : 

Whereas numerous applications have reached the Indian Office as well as the 
Oglala Sioux Tribal Council from time to time throughout the year until today we 
have on file approximately 700 applications for fee patents. 

Whereas Indian land on the Pine Ridge Reservation is constantly going into 
the fractionation process making a large share of allotted lands worthless for 
utilization by any one heir or any one individual. Thus, a program of this nature 
should be instituted as an emergency measure: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Oglala Siour Tribal Council, That we adopt the land purchase 
program as recommended with the understanding that the language in the pro- 
posed policy shall be subject to review and approval of the Indian Office and 
further that those changes and amendments necessary to keep the program 
functioning shall be subject to the approval of the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council ; 
further 

Resolved, That the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council is hereby empowered to appoint 
at least four members of the tribe to represent the proposal and they shall be 
authorized to hold meetings from time to time in the various communities where 
the opposition is the greatest in order that this program may be better understood 
by all the members of the Oglala Sioux Tribe. 

Adopted by the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council in a regular session this the 16th 
day of April 1947, pursuant to article ITV, and subsections (f) and (g) of the 
constitution and bylaws adopted by the Oglala Sioux Tribe on December 14, 
1935, in aecordance with section 16 of the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 
1934 (48 Stat. 984), as amended by the act of June 15, 19385 (Public Law 147, 
74th Cong.), adopted by a vote of 16 for and 5 against by members of the tribal 
council. 


JAMES ROAN BAGLte, 
President, Oglala Sioug Tribal Council. 
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RESOLUTION No. 57-28A 


RESOLUTION OF THE OGLALA SIOUX TRIBAL COUNCIL OF THE OGLALA SIOUX TRIBE, 
AN UNINCORPORATED INDIAN TRIBE 


To negotiate with the Secretary of Interior, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
through the Oglala Sioux tribal attorney. Mr. Richard Schifter, to declare a 
moratorium in the sale of trust Indian land upon the Pine Ridge Indian Reserva- 
tion to nonmembers. 

Whereas the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation is rapidly diminishing as a result 
of sales of trust-allotted tracts of land to such an extent as to warrant serious 
consideration by all who reside upon the said reservation; and 

Whereas legislative bills are being introduced in Congress which favor both 
rehabilitation programs for the American Indians and immediate termination 
of Federal control over Indian land and the Indian people; and 

Whereas sales of Indian land will not solve the problems of the Indian people 
nor the problems brought about by Federal administration of the Indians’ prob- 
lems and affairs ; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Indian Affairs have curtailed the use of Federal funds 
which may be used for the purpose of revolving credit loans to the members of 
the Oglala Sioux Tribe to purchase land: Now be it 

Resolved by the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council in regular session assembled 
April 4, 1957, by virtue of authority vested in it by article IV, section I, subsec- 
tion (a) of the constitution of the Oglala Sioux Tribe, approved January 15, 
1936, Hereby request and appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, through Mr. Richard Schifter, Oglala Sioux tribal 
attorney, to declare a moratorium in the alienation of trust lands to nonmembers 
upon the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation for a sufficient period of time within 
which to give the tribe opportunity to plan a program of full utilization of the 
land through purchase and a rehabilitation program. 

This will be in line with the Commissioner's plan of community-development 
organization, with an ultimate goal of self-sufficiency. 


CERTIFICATION 


I, the undersigned, as secretary of the Oglala Sioux Tribal Council, hereby 
certify that the said tribal council is composed of 29 voting members, of whom 
27 members constituting a quorum were present at a meeting duly called and held 
April 4, 1957; that the foregoing resolution was there adopted by an affirmative 
vote of 23 for, 3 against, and 1 not voting; that said resolution is in full force 
and effect unless amended or rescinded by the said council. 

CHARLES LITTLE HAWK, 
Secretary, Tribal Council. 


PLAN OF OPERATION OF THE OGLALA Sroux TRIBE LEASING SERVICE ENTERPRISE 
(REFERENCE Res. No. 471), JUNE 18, 1947 


1. The name of this enterprise shall be the Oglala Sioux Land Service Enter- 
prise. 

2. The purpose of this enterprise is to provide for the employment by the 
tribe of three or more clerks to perform the clerical and ministerial work in 
connection with the leasing, permitting, and other transactions pertaining to 
tribal, allotted, and other lands under the jurisdiction of the Pine Ridge Agency. 

3. Initially, there shall be used in this enterprise approximately $2,000 of 
Oglala Sioux rehabilitation sewing project funds. Such funds shall be reim- 
bursed at such time as the enterprise can be financed from fee collections as 
provided by Resolution No. 471. 
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4. Under this enterprise there shall be appointed by the Superintendent of 
the Pine Ridge Agency, with the approval of the executive committee of the 
tribal council, competent and qualified employees. Only persons who can or 
have qualified in an appropriate civil service examination, or Indian Service 
examination, shall be considered for employment. Employment of personnel 
shall be by written contract approved by the Superintendent and the executive 
committee of the council. 

5. The clerks appointed to handle the work of this enterprise shall be paid 
a minimum of $1,954 per annum and not exceeding $2,619.72 per annum. The 
rate shall be specified in the contract of employment. 

6. The title of the positions to be established shall be “Lease clerk” and the 
duties shall be to take care of the clerical and ministerial work in connection 
with the leasing and permitting of allotted, tribal and other lands within the 
boundaries of the Pine Ridge Reservation. The duties will be described in 
greater detail in the contract of employment. 

7. It is agreed that the enterprise shall be conducted in accordance with the 
applicable regulations for the revolving credit fund as approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior December 18, 1945, and the instructions of the Commis- 
sioner dated June 3, 1946, as contained in part 512A of the Indian Service 
Manual. The provisions of section 512A6.10 of the Indian Service Manual 
shall be applicable to this plan of operation. Records shall be maintained and 
reports submitted as may be required by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or 
his authorized representative. 

Adopted by the executive committee of the Oglala Sioux Tribe by unanimous 
vote for and none against, this 20th day of June 1947, in accordance with 
article I, section V, of the constitution and bylaws of the Oglala Sioux Tribe. 


SAMUEL STANDS, 
Vice President, Tribal Council 


PART II-—PINE RIDGE 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to determine to 
what extent key tracts have gone into non-Indian ownership, the extent 
to which key tracts have been conv eyed to other Indians or to the tribe, 
and the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status have been 
acquired by individual Indians or tribes. Since July 1, 1953, approxi- 
mate date of the initiation of the present policy of not subordinating 
the interests of the individual Indian owner of land to the interests 
of the tribe or other individual Indians. 

How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that 
the tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts ? 

IOI URNS a ok Es ig ek ecco tr epea a ee eats tise cee iaeias _ 149 
Acres, estimated.._............... uae piieecreemnits sa area ‘ 519 


How much acreage and how many of aM tracts stag co ies 
=. or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 


None. 
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3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners ? 


"Pecos Men tO Ce Crane, GUETIINUO@. oo ea eee ae 34 
Aran Ghermeateds 25) a BUD Fas is tds. 7, 840 
Tracts sold to individual Indian owners, estim: ited iinicni macabatb estes Lh2 © 76 
Metis» « CE IAT OI ia is sits chilis asia cei a tact aa sata ae ae oI aaa 15, 439 


4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 


i ls ee a iB ahs eas ee ee 39 
PPO ee oS a ee 2 Se OR En ea Se 9, 240 


5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the 
effect that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining 
in Indian ownership. 

The above figures show sales of key tracts to non-Indians. One 
effect of these sales has been to handicap Indian cattle operators to 
such an extent that these operators have either had to liquidate their 
holdings or go to the expense of moving their entire ranches to other 
areas. Another effect has been to reduce values of surrounding or 
adjacent lands by lessening competition where key tracts control use 
of adjacent lands. 

Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 

PART III—PINE RIDGE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

Tribal appraiser, $3,840: The tribal appraiser makes appraisals 
involving land transactions which include sales, exchanges between 
members of the tr ibe, supervised sales, and fee patents. 

Lease clerk, $3,175: The lease clerk performs clerical work in con- 
nection with the j issuing of leases, ete. 

Tribal clerk, $2,960: The tribal clerk answers inquiries in connec- 
tion with all matters pertaining to leases, permits, etc., and in addition 
performs clerical duties pertaining to real estate transactions. 

Vital statistics clerk, $2,960: The vital statistics clerk handles and 
files all birth certificates, death certificates, and keeps current the 
tribal enrollment records. 

Range permit clerk, $3,415: The range permit clerk performs 
clerical work in connection with the range units which include the 
payment of grazing fees. 
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During 1957 there were a total of 28 tribal employees working in 
all tribal functions and in conjunction with agency branches totaling 
an equivalent of 15.67 man-years. This does not include the tribal 
council which convenes quarterly, but does include the executive com- 
mittee of the council. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose 

salar y, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such 
employee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

At the present time there are no agency real estate employees whose 
salaries are paid in part or in full by the tribe. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate activi- 
ties ? Explain fully. 

No. The tribe does not have a regularly employed real estate 
adviser. They do have a legal counsel who advises on land matters. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

The executive committee of the tribal council is composed of four 
members who have been delegated authority to approve all land trans- 
ac re Resolutions are prepared on these transactions. 

. Does the tribal organizations have a real estate committee which 
‘avi ises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

Yes, there is a tribal council committee composed of six members 
and a chairman who advises the tribe on long-range real estate activi- 
we and policies. 

To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
eis particular phases of its real estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

The tribe has not employed private consultants. 

Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

The Oglala Sioux Tribal land enterprise was organized in 1947 under 
the Reorganization Act of 1934. The Oglala Sioux tribal land enter- 
prise plan of operation was approved in 1947 and has been quite active 
in the exchange and purchase of land. The plan of operations was 
revised in 1957 to reflect changes in policy and procedure and to be 
in accord with activities which were within the current regulations. 
The Oglala Sioux tribal land enterprise was very effective in taking 
an active part in processing the purchases of particular projects such 
as the Oglala irrigation and the Bear Creek projects. In the past 
it has processed the purchase of land which would assist in the liquida- 
tion of delinquent credit loan debts of individual members, and it has 
been instrumental in tribal land consolidation activities. There is 
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much to be done in the last mentioned activity. In summary, over the 
10-year period the Oglala Sioux tribal land enterprise has been quite 
effective in producing results as shown above and should function 
effectively in tribal real estate activities in the future. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

The tribe or area office has not been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau. The Bureau and tribal land opera- 
tions have been interrelated and have effectively functioned together. 
At the present time the supervision of real estate operations is strictly 
under Government personnel. As far as can be determined, there has 
been no conflict in respect to this method of operations. We believe 
that both the Bureau and the tribe have worked together quite effec- 
tively in the past, and we do not foresee any conflict in the future. 
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EXHIBIT 3—PINE RIDGE 


History oF TrrsnaAL LAND EMPLOYMENT DuRING THE Last 10 YEARS 


The Oglala Sioux Tribe set up a tribal land enterprise during 1947 to coordinate 
the tribal land program of land purchasing, exchanging, leasing, and grazing 
permit issuance with the Bureau. 

In 1948 seven clerical positions were set up to assist in these functions under 
the supervision of Bureau personnel. One land appraiser also was appointed to 
evaluate all land conveyances. 

During the peak years of tribal land purchase and exchange activity additional 
clerical assistance became necessary during 1949 and 1950. The influx of work 
necessitated the services of four additional clerks. This additional clerical 
assistance was employed up to 1955. 

The workload at that time leveled off to a considerable extent so that from 
1955 and 1956 clerks were permanently established to take care of land activities 
under Bureau supervision. During those years seven clerical positions were 
set up serving as follows: 

Leasing 1, grazing 3, census and probate 1, and land sales 3, including the 
appraiser, which position has been continuously filled up to the date of this 
report. 

The tribe in 1957 further reduced its personnel connected with land activities 
to 4 clerks and 1 appraiser. These are shown in detail in part III, item 1 of 
this report. 

Under the tribal system as set up and with the supervisory cooperation of the 
Bureau, the program at the present time is operating with efficiency. An in- 
creased activity in the tribal program, however, would, in all probability, necessi- 
tate setting up additional tribal positions. 





EXHIBIT 4—PINE RIDGE 


THE EFFECTS OF OLD-AGE ASSISTANCE LIENS ON THE INDIANS’ DESIRE TO SELL TRUST 
LANDS 


No discussion of the alienation of Indian-owned trust lands would be com- 
plete without mention of the stimulating effects of old-age assistance liens on 
the Indians’ desire to sell trust lands. 

Congress had for many years recognized a special obligation to care for aged 
and infirm Indians prior to the passage of the Social Security Act approved 
August 4, 1935, which, under title 42, chapter 7, subchapter I-301, authorizing 
financial assistance to States which wished to set up programs for assisting the 
aged. These grants were first in the form of rations and later in the form 
of financial assistance. Regular appropriations for carrying on a Bureau of 
Indian Affairs general assistance program included aid to aged and infirm 
Indians. This aid was an outright grant with no strings attached. When old- 
age assistance became available under social security, help to aged Indians was 
no longer included in the Bureau’s program. 

The Social Security Act permitted States to include in their programs a pro- 
vision for the recovery from the estates of deceased beneficiaries of any amounts 
which had been paid for old-age assistance. The practical effect of the Social 
Security Act was that, whereas the Indian had formerly received old-age assist- 
ance in the form of a grant, he thenceforth received such aid subject to a lien 
against any income accruing to his estate. 

The Indians regard this change as a violation of their treaty rights in that it 
attempted to put them on exactly the same footing as the non-Indian, thereby 
repudiating an obligation which Congress had recognized for many years. 
Actually, the non-Indian finds it much easier to avoid this reimbursable provi- 
sion in the law than the Indian whose land is held in trust. The Indians feel 
that they had prepaid the Government for assistance to their aged and infirm 
members by the relinquishment of millions of acres of their best land for home- 
steading by non-Indians. They point to the wording of their trust patents, 
“will convey the same by patent to said Indian, or his heirs, as aforesaid, in 
fee, discharged of said trust and free of all charge or encumbrance whatsoever.” 
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The Government’s reply has been that each beneficiary under the old-age assist- 
ance program, by making voluntary application for assistance, did thereby 
accept all of the obligations and conditions imposed by law. This argument 
ignores one important consideration, i. e., that the Indians’ former source of 
aid for the aged had been cut off thereby forcing old Indians to choose between 
doing without any assistance whatever and accepting conditions which they 
believed to be in direct violation of two treaty promises, (1) to care for their 
old people, and (2) to prevent the encumbrance of their trust lands. In other 
words, they maintain that their acceptance of the reimbursable clause had been 
obtained by duress. The Solicitor advises that the Bureau must honor these 
old-age assistance liens until Congress passes amendatory legislation acceptable 
to the President which would grant relief to the holders of interests in trust 
lands. 

We mention this argument because the effect of these old-age assistance liens 
has been to make many Indians want to sell land which they might otherwise 
have been willing to pass on to their heirs. Allowed old-age assistance claims 
against an estate means that the family of the deceased must suddenly adjust 
itself to getting along with no rental income until such time as the old-age 
assisance claim has been paid in full, in some cases as long as 20 years. Their 
only alternative is to sell part of the landholdings of the estate so that the 
claims can be paid earlier. Many of our old people clamor to sell land in order 
to pay off the old-age assistance liens and thus avoid this hardship for their 
survivors. 

It is our considered judgment that these old-age assistance liens constitute 
the primary cause of the Indians’ desire to sell land. The effect of the liens 
is to accelerate dissipation of the Indian estates. Legislation will be needed 
to remedy the situation. 








5. ROSEBUD AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Rosebud, S. Dak., June 12, 1958. 
JAMES E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. Murray: In compliance with your request of April 
17, 1958, we submit herewith duplicate copies of the report covering 
the Rosebud Indian Reservation, Rosebud, S. Dak. 

We cannot at this time enumerate all the Federal lands upon the 
reservation which have been purchased since 1930. We are working 
upon the compilation of such records but do not have them sufficiently 
complete to be of any value. 

Throughout the years the tribal employees have played a large part 
in the operation of the agency, but, as of June 30, 1955, their par- 
ticipation in the work under a tribal payroll plan was curtailed. The 
tribal land enterprise has maintained a full staff since that date, and 
one tribal employee has been in the credit branch for several years. 
The following statement gives the picture in tabular form: 

















| Total | 
| number Average | | Average 
Salaries by the year | employees number Total annual 
| hired part employees salary salary 
or full fulltime | | 
| time | | | 
; ous vaiintagl ss biti ‘ 
want, 2; 20, 00 2000; $1; 100... ow occ cect e 21 16.2 | $21, 521.85 $1, 325 
pe Se Oe ee ee eee } 31 18.7 | 27, 200.69 1, 450 
ie SO EAN Bis AO. <a nna wnaeconddensnaccnna | 25 14.0 | 22, 960. 47 1, 640 
ee oe, A re ee 24 20.5 | 35, 266. 60 | 1,720 
Bi, 5 BOGE, SP Dek. Bi; 1008 sooo cnc ones 22 18.5 | 38, 989. 67 | 2, 100 
ONS Ee Bg SE ee oa ee ee | 36 | 20.5 | 47,723.36 2, 320 
rR ON OA Oe | ree | 34 22.0 | 52, 679. 36 | 2, 395 
PO hy Sy OP ENO: Ble BOs oa cen nncacawnseennuanee | 24 13.5 | 36, 840.48 | 2, 728 
Ss By, CU es SO cb cei cncket cw cccccsoacdcus 8 6.0 | 17,549.19 | 2, 924 
FOE TONE, BO TP OO BU BO ion in ohio ci conse 8 6.0 | 18,779.39 | 3, 130 
WR ee eee PR aie OS a ec cegealteae ead | 319, 511.06 | ate eee 


We hope the enclosed will assist your committee in its current efforts. 
If we can be of further assistance please feel free to call upon us. 
Sincerely yours, 


M. Peperson, 
(For Graham Holmes, Superintendent.) 
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ROSEBUD AGENCY 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsposIrion AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? How many 
acres in trust ? 

The records of 1947 were kept by calendar year instead of fiscal year. 
On January 1, 1947, there were 90,071 acres of land in tribal owner- 
ship. All was in trust and none in fee. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 ? 

January 1, 1947, 979,172 acres. 

3to 10 inclusive. See attached chart, exhibit A. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31,1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

July 1, 1957, 336,079 acres. (Includes 65,756 acres of executive 
assignments.) All was in trust. None in fee. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

June 50, 1957, 628,625 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

There have been no special acts that we know of affecting the Rose- 
bud Reservation in the acquisition and disposal of lands, except that 
we estimate that approximately 10 patents have been issued over the 
last 10 years by private acts of Congress. We do not know for sure 
how many private acts have been p: assed because our records are not 
kept so that they can be easily found. 

No special study has been made of the effect of sales, however, the 
principal difficulty noticed so far is in the management of range units. 
Where a few tracts are sold in a range unit, it is extremely difficult, if 
not impossible, to maintain proper range management and the alloca- 
tion of land for Indian use. This is due to the fact that large unbroken 
tracts are necessary for an economic ranch unit, and an individual 
buying checkerboard tracts across the reservation exercises consider- 
able control. It is apparent that as Indian land is sold Indians will 
congregate on tracts of tribal land. This has not developed to the point 
where the exact effect can be determined. It has some good points in 
that they move close to schools, good source of water, etc., which is 


beneficial. 


30451—5§ 13 
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The Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council has passed many resolutions in 
the past 10 years concerning the acquisition and disposal of land. We 
cite the followi ing, some of which are still in the waiting status. (See 
exhibit B.) 

No. 5722, April 9, 1957: Authorized a request to Hon. E. Y. Berry, 
Second District Congressman, to introduce a bill in Congress to au- 
thorize the Government to give the tribe title to 9,120 acres of land 
that had been purchased with Indian moneys, proceeds of labor funds. 
(Nosuch bill has passed.) 

No. 5755, September 20, 1957: Authorized president and secretary 
of tribal council to execute a renewal permit on 28,730 acres of sub- 
marginal lad. (The permit was approved on November 21, 1957.) 

No. 5756, September 20, 1957: Relating to the restoration of admin- 
istrative lands to the tribe. (An active issue, but incomplete.) 

No. 5802, J: anuary 29, 1958: Delegated authority to the president of 
the tribal council to negotiate with the Government for the purchase 
of 28,730 acres of submarginal land and 9,000 acres of other Govern- 
ment-owned land. (An active issue, but incomplete. ) 

No. 5805, March 5, 1958: To revoke any ne eA given any sub- 
ordinate organization to approve the exchange of tr ibal- owned land 
for non-Indian deeded land, and to petition the De partment of Interior 
to reject all such pending applications. (Provisions are being accom- 
plished, but are incomplete. ) 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

The tribe has obtained fractional interests in approximately 800 
allotments on the reservation. Such negotiations have been made 
by the tribal land enterprise, a subordinate tribal organization 
charged with the responsibility of managing the tribal land pro- 
grams. The tribal interest places certain restrictions upon the heirs 
owning the remaining interest; such as, a patent in fee cannot be 
issued, the land cannot be put up for sale to the public by sealed 
bids, and, if the tribe holds the majority interests, they might nego- 
tiate the lease or permit. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and _ alien 
Indians. 

About 125 non-Indian heirs hold fractional interests in Indian 
land on which patents in fee have not been issued. We estimate that 
we have effected issuance of patents to about 25 non-Indian heirs to 
fractional interests. When a tract of land wherein a non-Indian holds 
an interest is put up for advertised sale, the non-Indian share cannot 
be included in the advertisement. The buyer must deal with him 
directly and outside the Agency. We estimate about 2,050 alien 
Indians hold fractional interests in Rosebud allotments, 900 of which 
are from Pine Ridge Reservation adjoining the Rosebud on the west. 
Such ownership causes a little more difficulty in the acquisition and 
disposal of lands than if the heirs were enrolled on this reservation, 
but the respective agencies usually know their whereabouts. 

(ce) Undiv ided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 








-_ 





INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 173 


We estimate that 6 percent of the Rosebud allotments are held in 
sole interest, the balance being in heirship status. Furthermore, we 
estimate that 5 percent of all allotments involve heirs who are minors. 
Under the act. of May 14, 1948 (62 Stat. 236), as interpreted by the 
Solicitor, the Rosebud, and other reservations under the Reorganiza- 
tion Act, must have legal guardians appointed for minors and the 
mentally incompetent, either through the appropriate State court or 
tribal court. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

Extreme difficulty is encountered in leasing multiple ownership 
lands. The Bureau seems to have no real statutory authority to lease 
Jands, and in many, many cases, the 40 or 50 Indian owners are not 
able, for obvious reasons, to negotiate a lease. This causes no end of 
trouble and argument among the various heirs and prospective lessees, 
particularly where 2 or 3 try to lease to different people. An attempt 
is made to handle this matter in the regulations with some success, 
however, as most people who have taken an interest in this matter 
know, there are still many complaints. 

It is practically impossible to sell land where 15 or more heirs are in- 
volved, due to the fact that we must have an application for sale signed 
by all the heirs and we must have an acceptance of sale signed by all 
of the heirs after the land is sold. In most cases where there are 
several heirs, there is always at least one unprobated estate involved 
so that the acceptance or consent of all the heirs is impossible to 
obtain. This, in effect, causes the single ownership land to be sold 
and the useless multiple ownership land to be retained, that is, useless 
to the people who own it. 

As for powers of attorney, the Commissioner, Bureau of Indian 


Affairs, has set out the following rule: 


No power of attorney shall be accepted from anyone within the continental 
limits of the United States, and whose address is known or obtainable, for use 
in transfers of title to interests in land. 

One difficulty encountered in leasing multiple heirship land is the 
decision among the heirs as to’‘who will live on the land and enjoy 
the improvements. This problem must be settled by negotiation. 
The Superintendent signs about 75 percent of all leases for some of 
the heirs because they cannot be reached within due time. The 
Superintendent signs about 1 percent of all leases for heirs who hold 
a minority interest because they cannot reach agreement. 

(¢) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe 
been encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

“None” is the answer to both questions. The Solicitor has held that 
no such authority exists. The tribe is unable to purchase more land 
because of a shortage of funds. They have pales resolutions on two 
occasions in an effort to borrow $100,000 from the Government for land 
purchase. No further action was taken on the resolutions. 
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PART II——-ROSEBUD 


As pertains to key tracts. 

Insofar as we know, there has been no claim or dispute concerning 
“key tracts” on the Rosebud Reservation. Neither the tribe, nor 
individual Indian, has alleged that the key tract was being disposed of. 
We therefore have no specific answer to paragraphs 1 through 6, 
inclusive, of this part. 

It has never been really considered that there is a key tract on this 
reservation. In most areas here, water is reasonably easy to develop 
so that live water or running streams are not particularly important, 
except possibly to affect the cost of operation of a unit. To maintain 
a cattle operation here, a fairly large acreage of land is necessary. 
Water must be had, spaced properly over this area, so that very often 
live water is not practical and wells must be used. Due to the f fact 
that approximately seven head to the quarter section is the carrying 
capacity, water must be spaced so that the cattle will not have to 
travel too far from grass to water. Water alone does not make a unit; 
it requires both water and grass. 

Not having had any dispute or trouble concerning the key tract prob- 
lem, we have found nothing further to report. 


PART III—ROSEBUD 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to ascertain to what 
extent the tribes have assumed responsibility for real-estate activities. 

1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

Chairman, board of directors, Tribal Land Enterprise, annual 
salary $3,670: He is elected to the 7-member board of directors by the 
shareholders for a 3-year term. The board members then elect him as 
chairman. He presides over all official meetings of the board and 
shareholders and is the full-time head of the technical staff of office 
workers, interviews the public, and acts for the board in certain capaci- 
ties as authorized. 

Fiscal clerk, annual salary $3,500: He does the accounting work as 
it concerns records, budget, receipts, and expenditures, and the certifi- 
cates of interest. 

Clerk-stenographer (secretary), annual salary $3,260: She takes 
dictation, types, distributes letters, maintains files on cases, types 
cases, reports, and other routine material. 

Clerk, annual salary $3,260: He does general typing, searches rec- 
ords, assembles data for ‘the chairman, and other general work : 
directed. 

Tribal land appraiser, daily rate, $10: He searches agency and 
county records for data, inspects the land, checks comparable sales in 
the area, and prepares a formal appraisal report of all tribally owned 
land involved in a conveyance. 
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Board of directors: The chairman is on annual salary as stated 
above. The president and treasurer of the tribal council are auto- 
matically members by reason of their offices, and with no additional 
wage. Presently, the tribal council secretary is on the board at no 
additional wage. The remaining 3 members are on a per diem rate 
of $10 when they meet. The board has regular monthly meetings, 
with about an equal number of special meetings per year. 

The total annual salaries for the 4 regular employees is $13,690. 
The amount paid the appraiser is almost equal to a regular employee. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose sal- 
ary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such employee, 
the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of his 
work. 

None. All agency realty personnel are on civil service. The Tribal 
Land Enterprise staff (No. 1 above) are under the general super- 
vision of the agency realty branch chief by reason of the Superin- 
tendent’s responsibility in supervising and coordinating all land 
transactions. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activi- 
ties? Explain fully. 

No. (See Nos. 5 and 7 below.) 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. (See No. 5 below.) 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

Yes. The tribal land committee is made up of five members who 
review all cases involving the acquisition, disposal, or other change 
in status of the tribal-owned land. They make recommendations to 
the tribal council. They do not perform the technical operations 
involved. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

None. The situation has not been approached by the tribe or the 
Bureau locally. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a Tribal Land Enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization, 

Under No. 1 above we have listed the staff members of the Tribal 
Land Enterprise. The Tribal Land Enterprise is a subsidiary organ- 
ization under the tribal council, but with its own board of directors. 
It was organized in 1943 under authority of sections 4, 16, and 17 of 
the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), as well as authority of the 
Rosebud Sioux tribal constitution and charter. 
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The purposes and objectives of the Tribal Land Enterprise. We 
submit herewith as exhibit C a copy of the bylaws, and direct your 
attention to it for a statement of the purposes and objectives of the 
organization. 

The Tribal Land Enterprise program is based upon certificates of 
interest which are issued in lieu of cash payment for land purchased 
by the tribe. 

The certificates of interest program is explained in the bylaws. 

The Tribal Land Enterprise has been effective in its purpose and 
intent, but there is a variance of opinions as to whether it has reached 
the peak of effectiveness. There is some bitterness toward the more 
aggressive Indians because of their being able to acquire large holdings 
under Tribal Land Enterprise. The tribe, through Tribal Land Enter- 
prise has acquired 270,323 acres (see No. 11, pt. I above) of land, most 
of which was in heirship status. However, the increase in multiple 
heirship titles to land far exceeds the ability of Tribal Land Enter- 
prise to purchase, or possibly the wisdom of such purchases if they 
were possible. After buying such heirship land, the tribe then assigns 
it to individual Indians for certificates of interest, which certificates 
may be used to buy other land. A weakness of this phase of the pro- 
gram is the limited funds which are available to the tribe for the pur- 
chase of land. 

An error that crept into the management of Tribal Land Enterprise 
early in its history was the purchase of some very small fractional 
interests in inherited land without obtaining sole title thereto. (See 
pt. I, No. 14 (a) above.) The tribe holds an undivided fractional in- 
terest in about 800 tracts of land by reason of such practice, or about 
62,340 acres. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal oeprations. 

There have been no recent instruction relating to a division of real 
estate operations between the Bureau and the tribe. However, we have 
made the following division of duties locally. 

(a) Bureau of Indian Affairs, Acquisition and Disposal Section, 
will handle the following types of cases: 

(1) Patent in fee titles to the grantee. 

(2) Land sales: This includes all advertised sales, all nego- 
tiated sales between Indians, or between Indians and non-Indians 
as such sales concern allotted land. (This section will not handle 
certificates of interest in any phase of their use, and will not be 
concerned with the sale, purchase, or management of land passing 
to or from the tribe, except that the tribe has the privilege of sub- 
mitting sealed bids at an advertised sale.) __ 

(3) Exchange of land, except those cases involving tribal land. 

(4) Partitionments. 

(5) Removal of restrictions. 

(6) Certificates of competency. 
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(6) The Tribal Land Enterprise staff will be responsible for han- 
dling the technical details in connection with the management and 
conveyance of tribal lands, as follows: 

(1) Land sale to the tribe or other Indian for certificates of 
interest. Negotiated sales of fractional interests to the tribe for 
cash or certificates of interest. 

(2) Assignments of tribal land with land committee and tribal 
council assistance as required. 

(3) Exchanges involving tribal land. 

The chief difference in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations 
is in the ability of the personnel. Bureau employees are more experi- 
enced and their training is enhanced by a closer contact with the work 
of a well-organized program based upon written regulations. The 
tribal employees are local Indians whose experience and ability are 
affected by a more frequent turnover, and by the lack of written 
regulations covering every phase of the technical field. 
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ExHIBIT B—ROSEBUD 
RESOLUTION 5802 


Whereas there are 28,730.17 acres of submarginal land on the Rosebud Indian 
Reservation ; and 

Whereas about 9,000 acres of land was bought with Federal funds as part of a 
plan to move the Rosebud Indian Boarding School, the new school was never 
constructed, the land purchased from tribal members, the surrounding land is 
tribal, with the exception of an allotment or 2 and about 80 acres which is prob- 
ably submarginal land owned by the United States, it would tie in very nicely 
with other range land owned by the tribe; and 

Whereas the Rosebud Sioux Tribe has for several years a land program which 
is known as tribal land enterprise through which it manages and operates tribal 
lands; and 

Whereas approximately one-half of the total acreage of the submarginal lands 
under assignment to tribal members of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; and 

Whereas the Rosebud Sioux Tribe also has in operation a soil conservation 
program which is known as Rosebud soil conservation tribal enterprise has spent 
thousands of dollars reseeding submarginal land back to grass and improved the 
topography of the submarginal lands: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council in regular session assembled 
this 29th day of January 1958, at Rosebud, S. Dak., That the Rosebud Sioux 
Tribal Council does and hereby delegates all necessary authorities to the presi- 
dent of the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council to bring about transfer of titles to the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe in fee of all Government-owned lands on the Rosebud 
Indian Reservation, 8. Dak.; be it 

Resolved, That the president of the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council be and 
hereby is further authorized to negotiate with the Department of the Interior 
and appear before the Congress of the United States on behalf of the Rosebud 
Sioux Tribe and carry out the provisions of Resolution 5802 above. 


CERTIFICATION 


This is to certify that foregoing above Resolution 5802 was duly adopted in 
accordance with the provision of subsection (a) of article IV of the constitution 
and bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe by a vote of 15 for and none opposed in 
regular session held, convened, quorum present January 29, 1958, of the Rosebud 
Sioux Tribal Council, done at Rosebud, 8. Dak. 

Certify : 

RoseErt BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Siour Tribal Council. 

Attest: 

ANTOINE ROUBIDEAUX, 
Secretary, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council. 


RESOLUTION 5805 


Whereas there is now pending before the Department of the Interior a number 
of proposed exchanges with non-Indians of tribal land; and 

Whereas the proposed exchanges may not be consummated without the consent 
of the tribe; and 

Whereas the Rosebud Sioux Tribe has never consented to such exchanges 
and, under article IV of the constitution of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, the tribal 
council has the power “to approve or veto any sale (or) disposition tribal land 
which may be authorized or executed by the Secretary of the Interior”; and 

Whereas the proposed exchanges have been pending for long periods of time, 
some of them for 8 or 9 years; and 

Whereas the Department seems to be searching for consent on the part of 
the Rosebud Sioux Tribe to the proposed exchanges, even though there is no 
resolution of the tribal council authorizing such exchanges; and 

Whereas the tribe does not desire that the proposed exchanges be consum- 
mated, even if consent should be found: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the tribe has never consented to any of the proposed exchanges 
with non-Indians of tribal land for nontribal land but that, even if such consent 
were given by the tribe, or any of its subordinate organizations or committees, 
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such consent is hereby revoked and the proposed exchanges are hereby disap- 
proved, rejected, and vetoed, and the Department of the Interior is requested 
forthwith to reject all pending proposed exchanges and to return the tribe's 
files to the tribe. 

The foregoing resolution above was duly adopted by a vote of 16 for and none 
opposed, by the members present, upon a motion duly made by Antoine Roubi- 
deaux, the motion was duly seconded by Robert Moran. 

Certify : 

ROBERT BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Sioug Tribal Council. 

Attest: 

ANTOINE ROUBIDEAUX, 
Secretary, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, 


RESOLUTION 5722 


Whereas there are approximately 10,515,545 acres of Government land within 
the boundaries of the Rosebud Reservation ; and 

Whereas 9,120,535 acres were purchased with IMPL funds which were derived 
from a cattle enterprise which originated on tribal administrative reserve: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Cowneil, That the president is hereby 
duly authorized to request the Honorable E. Y. Berry, Congressional Repre- 
sentative, 2d District, South Dakota, to introduce a bill which would give title 
of this land to the Rosebud Sioux Tribe as he is doing for the Oglalla Sioux 
Tribe. 

Certification: This is to certify that the foregoing resolution above was duly 
adopted by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council in regular session, April 8, 1957, 
by a vote of 17 for and none against. 

IMPL means “Income from proceeds of Indian labor.” 

RosertT BURNETTE, 
Chairman, Rosebud Sioug Tribal Council. 

Attest : 

ANTOINE ROUBIDEAUX, 
Secretary, Rosebud Sioug Tribal Council. 


RESOLUTION 5755 


Whereas the revocable permit on submarginal lands is expiring; and 

Whereas the council has been offered a new 3-year revocable permit in con- 
sideration of rental payment in the sum of $6,945 per year: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the president and secretary of the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Coun- 
cil are hereby authorized and directed to execute a new revocable permit on the 
submarginal lands on the reservation in the approximate acreage of 28,730.12 
acres, for an annual rental of $6,945 per year, all in accordance with letter 
dated June 1, 1957, to the superintendent, Rosebud Agency, signed by the area 
director. 

CERTIFICATION 


=< 


This is to certify that Resolution 5755 above was duly passed by a vote of 18 
for and none opposed in special meeting held, convened, quorum present, Sep- 
tember 20, 1957, of the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council. 

ROBERT BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council. 

Attest: 

ANTOINE ROUBIDEAUX, 
Secretary, Rosebud Sioug Tribal Council. 


RESOLUTION 5756 


The following land transactions which the land committee have had under 
consideration and same are recommended for action, as follows: 

“Whereas during the past 3 years, the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council has passed 
resolutions requesting that all administrative reserve and tribal lands used for 
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school purposes that are no longer needed for the specific educational and 
administrative purpose be returned officially to the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; and 

“Whereas all of the resolutions passed by the tribal council have not received 
the proper attention from the Bureau of Indian Affairs: Now, therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council hereby requests the Depart- 
ment of the Interior to restore all tribal lands formerly used for administrative, 
educational purposes to the Rosebud Sioux Tribe in title; and be it further 

“Resolved, That the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council requests immediate action 
on the part of the Department of the Interior on this request since it has been 
under consideration by the Department of the Interior for the past 3 years.” 

Mr. Whirlwind Soldier moved to approve the above Resolution 5756 of land 
committee which was seconded by Mr. Provincial. The resolution was approved 
by a vote of 18 for and none opposed. 

ROBERT BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council. 

Attest: 

ANTOINE ROUBIDEAUX, 
Secretary, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council. 


ExuHIsir C—ROsrEsup 


ByYLAws—TripaL LAND ENTERPRISE, ROSEBUD INDIAN RESERVATION, ADOPTED BY 
THE RosEBUD Sioux TrrBAL CounciL Aprit 6, 1943 


Revised October 6, 1943, approved by the Office of the Secretary of the Interior 
December 15, 1943; revised February 19, 1954, approved by the Office of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs July 8, 1955 


ORGANIZATION 


(1) The Rosebud Sioux Tribe having been incorporated hereby authorizes a 
subordinate organization under the tribal council to be known as the Tribal 
Land Enterprise, henceforth known in these bylaws and official documents per- 
taining to the tribal lands as TLE, through which this plan will function. 


AUTHORITY 


(2) Sections 4, 16, 17 of the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) as well as the 
Rosebud constitution and charter provide authority for the establishment of 
this subsidiary organization. 

Article IV, section 1 (n) of the Rosebud constitution provides that the tribal 
council has the authority “To charter subordinate organizations for economic 
purposes and to regulate the activities of all cooperative associations of mem- 
bers of the tribe.” Section 5 (b) of the Rosebud charter provides that subject 
to certain limitations, the tribe has the following corporate powers: “To pur- 
chase, take by gift, bequest, or otherwise, own, hold, manage, operate, and dis- 
pose of property of every description * * *.” Section 5 (c) provides that the 
tribe may “* * * issue interest in corporate property in exchange for restricted 
Indian land, the forms of such interest to be approved by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs or his duly authorized representative (approved January 28, 
1947). 

PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES 


(3) To effect a plan to remedy the situation of increasing infractionation of 
ownership interests in allotted lands resulting from probate procedure. 

(4) To provide a plan to consolidate individual ownership interests in re- 
stricted land in furtherance of economic enterprises. 

(5) To develop a land management plan for the economic interests of mem- 
bers of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe who participate in this plan. 

(6) To provide for the preservation and safeguarding of the values in indi- 
vidual ownership equities in land. 

(7) To provide a simplified process by which an individual may exchange his 
land holdings for areas adapted to his ambitions for economic enterprise 
through the flexible use of certificates of interest in the Tribal Land Enterprise. 

(8) To utilize lands under the control of the tribe for the development of 
economic enterprises within the various communities of Indians on the reser- 
vation. 
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(9) To provide for an adequate system of keeping records and of accounting 
in connection with the operation and management of this plan. 
(10) To provide for a long-term land-buying program which would benefit 
members of the tribe. 
MEMBERSHIP 


(11) TLE shall be operated by the Rosebud Sioux Tribe as a subordinate 
tribal enterprise; provided that only members of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe shall 
be considered a member by virtue of the tribal lands placed under the operation 
and management of the enterprise; and provided further that individual mem- 
bers of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe shall be members of the TLE by virtue of 
having conveyed land or interests in land to the United States in trust for the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and having received in exchange certificates of interest 
in TLE, or come into ownership of such certificates as provided in sections 27 
and 30 thereof. 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 


(12) There shall be a board of directors composed of seven members of the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe, as follows: The president of the tribal council, the treas- 
urer of the tribal council, and five members of the tribe who shall be bonded 
for $1,500 for their term of office and who shall pay for their own bond. A 
vacancy in the post of any 1 of these 5 last-mentioned members of the board 
of directors shall be filled by election by holders of certificates of interest in 
TLE at regular or special meetings of holders of certificates of interest to serve 
a term of 3 years or until his successor shall have been elected. Provided, how- 
ever, that such vacancy may be filled by temporary appointment by the board 
of directors and such temporary appointee shall be a member of the tribe and 
shall serve until a regular or special meeting of the holders of certificates of 
interest in the tribal land enterprise (amendment approved by see. 1, pt. 34). 
The superintendent shall be an advisory member of the board of directors 
without the right to vote. 


Officers of board of directors 


(13) The board of directors, from its own membership, shall elect a chairman, 
a vice chairman, and a secretary, all of whom shall be members of the Rosebud 
Sioux Tribe, and who shall serve until their term on the board expires, unless 
otherwise removed from office for due cause. 
Veetings 


(14) The board of directors shall meet regularly once each month at the 
Rosebud Indian Agency at a time agreed upon by the board of directors and 
shall be subject to calls for special meetings by the chairman or the super- 
intendent on 3 days’ notice. The chairman shall preside at meetings of the 
board of directors, or, in his absence, the vice chairman shall preside. The 
secretary shall keep a record of proceedings of the beard of directors and 
through such records keep the tribal council informed of the board’s proceedings, 
Voting 


(15) All members of the board of directors enumerated shall have equal voice 
in matters coming before them for decision. Five members present at any 
Ineeting of the board of directors shall constitute a quorum to do business. A 
majority vote of those present shall rule on all questions. 

Compcnsation of the board of directors 

(16) Members of the board of directors who are not otherwise receiving a 
salary from the Government or the tribe may be paid a per-day rate as fixed 
by the holders of certificates of interest at their annual meeting for each day 
they devote to TLE matters. The per diem of the board of directors shall be 
determined by holders of certificates of interest at annual meetings provided 
for in section 42 of these by laws. This per diem is authorized from funds to 
the credit of TLE. Claim for per diem shall be certified by the chairman of 
the board of directors. 

Powers of the board of directors 

(17) The board of directors is hereby empowered to act, subject to the 
approval of the superintendent, for TLE in behalf of the tribe and holders of 
certificates of interest in TLE on all policies, stipulations and land transactions 
as enumerated in these bylaws or as may hereafter be authorized in accordance 
with section 45 hereof. Any action not approved by the superintendent may 


sect iti BR OO 











184 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


be submitted by the board of directors to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
or his duly authorized representative, for review and decision. The board of 
directors shall establish in written form criteria, which will be used as a guide 
in securing information to determine eligibility and priority for assignment of 
TLE lands. Information so gathered shall be made in writing and shall be 
treated as confidential and shall be made a part of the permanent record of 
the case. 
CERTIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS 


(18) The chairman of the board of directors is hereby designated as the 
certifying officer to sign all official documents of TLE. In case the chairman 
is unable for any reason, the vice chairman is authorized to act in his stead. 


LANDS 


Management of tribal lands 


(19) TLE is authorized to enter into an agreement or agreements with the 
Rosebud Tribal Council to manage such tribal lands as the tribal administrative 
reserve, and such other tracts of land as are, on the date of approval of these 
bylaws, being used for community purposes or projects shall not be included 
in this plan; and provided further that in the approval of these bylaws, the 
tribe authorizes an agreement with TLE to manage and operate, subject to the 
approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly authorized repre- 
sentative (approved by Secretary, January 28, 1947), all lands now in tribal 
ownership, or which may come into tribal ownership from any source, exclusive 
of tribal timber reserve, administrative reserve, tracts of land being used for 
community projects, community parks, community buildings, Indian dancehalls, 
churches, cemeteries; such agreements or agreement shall be revocable by the 
tribal council upon approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly 
authorized representative (approved by Secretary, January 28, 1947), upon 6 
months’ notice to TLE of intention of such revocation. Revocation of such 
agreements shall be subject to any existing assignments, lease, or permit on 
the land involved. When such revocation becomes effective, the certificates of 
interest of the tribe in TLE shall be reduced in the amount of interests rep- 
resenting the land involved. 


Homes assignments 


(20) Any agreement for management of tribal lands shall not abrogate the 
provisions of sections (5) and (6) of article 8 of the Rosebud constitution and 
bylaws pertaining to home assignment, and when TLE may be affected by with- 
drawals of land for home assignments, proper adjustment of its records and 
accounts shall be made to provide for same. 


Conveyances of restricted land and interests in restricted land 


(21) Any owner of restricted land or interests in restricted land on the Rose- 
bud Sioux Reservation may convey, in the presence of two witnesses of his 
choice, with the consent of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or his duly 
authorized representative (approved January 28, 1947), such land or interest 
in land to the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; 
said conveyance being conditional upon the issuance of certificates of interest in 
TLE, based upon the current-market value of such land or interest in land; 
provided that nothing in this section or in these bylaws shall be construed to 
affect or change the ownership status of lands of persons in the Armed Forces 
without their full consent. 


Conveyances of unrestricted land 


22) Any member of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, who owns unrestricted land 
may convey such land, with the consent and approval of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, or his duly authorized representative (approved January 28, 
1947), to the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; 
provided such conveyance is cleared of all encumbrances thereon by the pay- 
ment thereof, TLE is authorized to liquidate such encumbrances and to issue 
to the conveyor certificates of such interests as shall represent the difference 
between the appraised value of the lands so conveyed and the amount of encum- 
brances liquidated by TLE. 


Assignment of land for community use 


(23) TLBE is authorized to set aside areas of land under its control and make 
assignments of such areas to recognized communities for the specific use of such 
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communities in the development of economic enterprises or other community 
use. However, such assignments must be compensated for by the deposit of 
certificates of interest in TLE or by outright rental, or a combination of both. 


Use of surplus lands 


(24) Lands not otherwise assigned or leased for use to members of the tribe, 
either as associations or individual members, may be leased to non-Indians, for 
terms not to exceed 5 years, provided such leases are made subject to cancella- 
tion at the end of any lease year should such land be assigned. The same regu- 
lations which govern the leasing of other trust lands shall be applicable to these 
lands. 

Appraisals 

25) Lands to be accepted by TLE shall be appraised and certificates of inter- 
est in TLE shall be issued to the respective owners thereof, on a current market 
basis. The board of directors of TLE and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
or his duly authorized representative, shall each designate an appraiser to 
determine the value of each tract, or allotment, or land contemplated for accept- 
ance under this plan. The appraiser designated by TLE is to protect the interest 
of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and the appraiser designated by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, or his duly authorized representative, is to protect the interests 
of the individual Indians who may transfer their lands in exchange for certifi- 
cates of interest or assignments. Land capabilities along with the other factors 
shall be the basis of making appraisals. 


Assignment of land 


(26) TLE may assign land under its control to members of the tribe. An 
individual or cooperative association receiving such assignments of tribal land 
will be required to surrender to the tribe certificates of interest in TLE equal to 
the current market value of such lands assigned. Such canceled certificates 
shall remain on deposit with TLE during the period such lands remain in the 
possession of such individual or cooperative association. Certificates of interest 
so surrendered for assignments shall not be eligible to share in any net earnings, 
nor shall such surrendered certificates of interest be voted in the conduct of the 
business of TLE. Any improvements placed upon such land under assignment 
by the assignee shall remain the property of the assignee. Likewise, any im- 
provements belonging to the land assigned shall be inventoried to the assignee, 
but such improvements shall remain a part of the land (amendment approved 
by Secretary of Interior, January 28, 1947), (Land-Ten. and Acq. 17937-42-310, 
sec. 1, pt. 34). Certificates so surrendered shall be canceled. New in-lieu cer- 
tificates will be issued in the event assignment is forfeited or relinquished back 
to the tribe. 

CERTIFICATES OF INTEREST 


Issuance of certificates of interest 


(27) TLE is authorized to issue certificates of interest in the Tribal Land 
Enterprise, class A and class B in accordance with the following provisions: 

(a) There shall be issued to the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, class A certificates of 
interest in TLD for the appraised value of land, the management and operation 
of which is assigned by the tribe to TLE. 

(b) For lands or interests in land conveyed by individual members of the 
tribe to the United States of America in trust by the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, 
there shall be issued class A certificates of interest in TLE to said individual 
for the appraised value of such land or interest in land. 

(c) In the conveyance of land under the provisions of these bylaws, TLE may 
accept interests in land of Indian nonmembers of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe for 
which class B certificates of interest in TLE) may be issued for the appraised 
valuation thereof. 

(d) In the transfer of class A certificates of interest to nonmembers of the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe through probate, such certificates shall be converted to 
class B certificates of interest. 

(e) In the transfer of class B certificates of interest to members of the Rose- 
bud Sioux Tribe through probate, or purchase, such interests shall be converted 
to class A certificates of interest. 

(f) Class B certificates of interest shall be entitled to participate in net 
earnings on the same basis as class A certificates of interest, but shall not 
entitle the holder thereof to membership in TLE nor the right to vote such 
interests. 


2 
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(g) Class B certificates of interest shall be subject to liquidation or redemption 
through purchase by TLE at the discretion or upon demand of the board of 
directors of the TLE. 


Value of interests 

(28) Certificates of interest in TLE are to be issued in units, whose unit value 
will be determined by the current Bureau of Agriculture Economics real estate 
market price for South Dakota, such index to be determined at or as near as 
possible to January 1 of each year. The certificate of interest value, as a result 
of the determination of such an index, thus placed on certificates of interest will 
remain without change until the following year when a new index will be deter- 
mined. The base value (1948 period) per certificate of interest will be $1 per 
interest. 

(29) “The Tribal Land Enterprise is authorized to purchase land from any 
available funds to its credit and that title to lands thus purchased shall be taken 
in the name of the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud Sioux 
Tribe.” Certificates of interest will not be issued to the tribe when purchases are 
made from TLE earnings. 


Probate of interests 

(30) If in probate, interests in TLE are fractionated the Rosebud Sioux Tribe 
is authorized to purchase such interests. TLE is authorized to act for the tribe 
in such transactions. 
Transferability of certificates 

(31) Except as provided in sections 27 and 30 hereof, certificates of interest 
in the Tribal Land Enterprise shall be transferable only to the tribe or its mem- 
bers, subject to approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly 
authorized representative (approved by Secretary January 28, 1947). Any and 
all such transfers of certificates of interest must be accomplished in the TLE 
office. Also, unless certificates of interest are on file in the TLE office they will 
not be eligible to be voted or to receive dividend payments whenever such 
payments are made to holders of certificates. 


Distribution of net earnings 


oy 


(32) Distribution of net earnings shall be made semiannually as of April 1 
and October 1 of each year from net earnings of TLE for the year ending October 
1 to holders of certificates of interest in TLE as of record and eligibility on 
April 1 or October 1 of that year. The distribution of net earnings as of April 
1 shall not exceed 2 percent of certificates of interest value and the distribution 
of net earnings as of October 1 shall be the balance from net earnings from TLE 
for the year ending October 1, remaining after adequate reserves have been 
established by the board of directors for (@) depreciation, ()) reserve for con- 
tingencies, (c) normal cash operating reserves, (d) purchase of lands during the 
ensuing 12 months, (e€) purchase of TLE certificates during the ensuing 12 
months, (f) payment of indebtedness. No earnings will be paid on certificates 
which are not on deposit for record and safekeeping in the TLE office. 

During the first 10 years of operation of TLE, distribution of net earnings to 
be made on interests owned by the tribe shall be credited to the account of TLE 
and shall be subject to the order of the board of directors for use in the purchase 
of fractional equities in land, purchase of interests in TLE, purchase of lands and 
miscellaneous expenditures in connection with conducting the business of TLE, 
and during this 10-year period such net earnings be subject to liquidating the 
tribal land from the United States. At any time from the date these bylaws are 
approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly authorized repre- 
sentative (approved January 28, 1947), the tribal council is authorized to initiate 
amendments to these bylaws making provisions for future equities of the tribe 
in lands herein authorized for assignment to TLE for management and operation. 


Purchase of interests 

(33) The Rosebud Sioux Tribe is authorized to purchase certificates of interest 
in TLE (upon the approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly 
authorized representative (approved by Secretary January 28, 1947). TLE is 
authorized to act for the tribe in such transactions. Also, certificates of interest 
may be purchased with TLE funds. However, all purchases of certificates of 
interest for the tribe or TLE must be made on the basis of current market value 
as indicated in section 28 of these bylaws. Certificates of interest purchased with 
TLE funds, must be offered for resale at current market value, to any eligible 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 187 


member of the tribe who desires to secure certificates for application on assign- 
ment of TLE land. 


USE OF CERTIFICATES AS COLLATERAL AND SECURITY 
Rental tribal lands 

(34) TLE may accept assignment of anticipated distribution of net earnings 
of certificates of interest in TLE as security for rental of land within its control, 
or TLE may accept certificates of interest in TLE in payment of such rental. 
Rental other lands 


(35) Members of the tribe who rent land owned by other members of the tribe 
may assign anticipated net earnings on certificates of interest in TLE as security 
for such rentals, and by this process meet the requirements for bond. 


Security on loans 


(36) Members of the tribe who hold loans from the tribal credit revolving fund 
may assign anticipated net earnings on certificates of interest in TLE which 
may be accepted either as partial or total security on such loan at the discretion 
of the tribal corporation credit committee. 


Grazing fees 

(37) Where grazing permits are granted to members of the tribe on lands 
controlled by TLE, certificates of interest in TLE may be accepted in payment 
of grazing fees. 
Accounting 


(38) Funds collected for TLE shall be deposited in an individual Indian money 
account at the Rosebud Indian Agency or such other depository acceptable to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the tribal council. TLE shall keep an 
appropriate record of all land transactions even though this may duplicate any 
record thereof maintained by the Department of the Interior. 


Forms 


(39) The board of directors shall Cause appropriate forms to be prepared for 
use in the execution of the various transactions involved in the operation of TLE. 


AUDIT 


(40) The tribal council shall cause an annual audit to be made on the accounts 
and records of TLE. Such audit shall be made previous to the annual meeting 
of the holders of class A certificates of interest in the Tribal Land Enterprise. 
A report of such audit shall be made and filed at such meeting. 


Liquidation 


(41) In the event it becomes necessary to abandon and to liquidate TLE, 
holders of ¢lass A certificates of interest in TLE shall be entitled to an assignment 
from lands held by the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud Sioux 
Tribe equal to the certificates based upon the appraised valuation of said land 
at the time the same was assigned to TLE for management and operation in 
such proportion as may be determined by the holders of certificates of interest 
at a meeting called for that purpose; such proportionate determinations to be 
subject to approval of the tribal council and of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or his duly authorized representatives (approved by Secretary January 
28,1947). Class B certificates of interest shall be entitled to liquidation through 
leasehold agreements on tribal lands or on a cash basis from funds to the credit 
of TLE and or from rental returns from tribal land, subject to the same pro- 
portions as determined for class A certificates. 

Annual meeting 

(42) A meeting of the holders of certificates of interest in TLE shall be con- 
vened annually on a date set by TLE and notices of said annual meeting shall 
be mailed to all holders of certificates of interest in TLE on record 30 days 
prior to said annual meeting. 

Notices of said meeting shall be posted at the Rosebud Indian Agency and at all 
community centers 30 days prior to said meeting. At said annual meeting TLE 
shall render a detailed report of the status of Tribal Land Enterprise and of 
business transacted during last fiscal year ended, including a financial statement 
for TLE. Special meetings of holders of certificates of interest in TLE may be 
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called by TLE, and upon a petition signed by holders of certificates of interest 
in TLE representing 25 percent of outstanding certificates of interest of record, 
TLE shall be required to call a special meeting of holders of certificates of 
interest. Thirty days’ notice of special meeting shall state specifically the 
business to be considered. Any changes in policy or management of land and 
amendments to bylaws are eligible for consideration at the annual meeting, and 
at special meeting if specified in notice for special meetings. Proposed amend- 
ments to bylaws will be submitted to the tribal council for action and approval 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly authorized representative 
(approved by Secretary January 28, 1947). Voting at all meetings of holders 
of certificates of interest in TLE shall be on a basis of certificates of interest 
represented and such interests voted must be voted in person by the owners of 
said interests as of record; provided further that guardians may vote the 
interests of minors or mentally incompetent whose interests they represent. 
Voting of tribal certificates of interest will be on a basis of prorating, for voting 
purposes, among members of the tribal council present at the meeting. Prorating 
of such votes will be done on an equal basis to each councilman present. Each 
councilman shall vote his prorated number as individually desired. Voting of 
interests by proxy shall not be permitted. A majority vote of the certificates 
of interest voted on any question shall rule. The chairman of the board of 
directors shall preside at meetings of holders of certificates of interest, or in 
case the chairman is absent, the vice chairman. 


Maximum limitations 


(48) To assure that the greatest possible number of Rosebud Sioux Tribal 
members can take advantage of the TLE program and to limit assignment of 
lands to those who are primarily interested in acquiring economic units of their 
own, assignments will be made only to individuals who have less than 38 sections 
(1,920 acres) of grazing land, or 3 quarter sections (480 acres) of farm lands, 
or a combination thereof. Calculation of acreages considered shall include 
allotments; inherited acreages; Executive assignments; TLE assignments; rev- 
ocable assignments, and any and all other trust land held on the Rosebud 
Reservation. This clause shall not prohibit exchanges of land for the purposes 
of consolidation or more suitable location. 


Land use stipulation 


(44) Because of potential obligations the tribe has with regard to taking back 
assignments at same value for which said assignments were originally issued, 
the following land-use clause shall be made a part of all future assignment 
contracts, except in those cases where assignments are in exchange for trust 
allotments. 

“The assignee agrees to use this land in accord with established tribal and 
Federal land-use regulations which are applicable to range and farmlands on 
the Rosebud Sioux Reservation. Failure on the part of the assignee to follow 
such approved land-use practices on this assignment will constitute a violation 
of this assignment contract and shall render such assignment subject to can- 
cellation by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council. Cancellation shall require 
final approval of the Secretary of the Interior or his duly authorized repre- 
sentative.” 

Should such assignments be cancelled, the assignee would be issued cer- 
tificates equal, in number, to certificates of interest which were surrendered 
by him at the time the assignment was orginally made. 


Amendments to these bylaws 


(45) Except as provided in section 32 hereof, amendments to these bylaws 
shall originate in meetings of the holders of certificates of interest in the 
Tribal Land Enterprise or the tribal council. Proposed amendments made by 
holders of certificates of interest are to be submitted to the tribal council for 
action, and if adopted by the tribal council, submitted to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs or his duly authorized representative (approved by Secretary, 
January 28, 1947), for his approval or disapproval. Amendments to these by- 
laws shall not become effective until approved by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or his duly authorized representative (approved by Secretary, January 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 189 


28, 1947). In case the tribal council fails to endorse amendments thus pro- 
posed, the holders of interests may submit such amendments directly to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly authorized representaitve (ap- 
proved by Secretary, January 28, 1947), for his approval or disapproval upon 
a two-thirds vote of the interests present and voting on said question. Amend- 
ments thus adopted and approved shall be in full force and effect. 


CERTIFICATION 


We hereby certify the foregoing bylaws for the Tribal Land Enterprise were 
adopted by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council at its regular session April 5~7, 
1943, by a vote of 13 for and 8 against: amended at its regular session October 
4—6, 1943, by resolution No. 682, adopted as of that date; pursuant to authority 
vested in the tribal council by article IV, section 1 (n), of the constitution and 
bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and sections 5 (b) and 5 (c) of the charter 
for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; and corrected by resolution No. 696 adopted by 
the tribal council at regular session January 19-21, 1944, in accordance with 
recommendations contained in letter of approval from the Secretary of the 
Interior dated December 14, 1943. Further revisions, included herein, adopted 
by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, at special session, February 19, 1954. 


DAN HoLttow Horn Beas, 
President, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, Chairman, Tribal Exvecu- 
tive Committee. 
ANTOINE ROUBIDEAUX, 
Secretary, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, Secretary, Tribal Ezecu- 
tive Committee. 


Approved : 
C. R. WHITLOCK, 
Superintendent. 
OscaR L, CHAPMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
Date: December 15, 1943. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., July 8, 1955. 
Mr. RoBert BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, 
Rosebud, 8. Dak. 
(Through area director, Aberdeen. ) 


DEAR Mr. BuRNETTE: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of June 21 in 
which you request an interpretation of the section in the bylaws of the Rosebud 
Sioux Tribal Land Enterprise concerning the voting of the tribal certificates of 
interest at the annual meeting of the holders of certificates. 

Under the revision of these bylaws of February 19, 1954, and approved August 
12, 1954, section (42) annual meeting states in part as follows: 

“* * * Voting of tribal certificates of interest will be on the basis of prorating, 
for voting purposes, among members of the tribal council (italic added) present 
at the meeting. Prorating of such votes will be done on an equal basis to each 
councilman present. Each councilman shall vote his prorated number as he indi- 
vidually desires. Voting of interests by proxy shall not be permitted.” * * * 

The language quoted above is clear and concise. There is no authority for the 
board of directors of the Tribal Land Enterprise to vote the tribal certificates of 
interest. The voting of these certificates is specifically reserved to those members 
of the tribal council present at the meeting. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. BARTON GREENWOOD, 


Acting Commissioner. 
Copy: Superintendent, Rosebud Agency. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., August 11, 1955. 
Mr. Rosert BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Sioug Tribal Council, 
Rosebud, 8S. Dak. 
(Through area director, Aberdeen. ) 

DEAR Mr. BuRNETTE: By letter of July 8, 1955, you were informed of our inter- 
pretation of section (42) of the 1954 revision of the bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux 
Tribal Land Enterprise. On August 12, 1954, we approved these revised bylaws 
subject to the adoption of some suggested additions and amendments. These 
additions and amendments were never formally adopted. 

You are hereby advised that our letter of July 8, 1955, is to be interpreted as 
an unconditional approval, as of that date, of the February 19, 1954, revision 
of the bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Land Enterprise. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. BARTON GREENWOOD, 
Acting Commissioner. 


Copies: Area director, Aberdeen; Superintendent, Rosebud Agency; Mr. 
George Kills In Sight, chairman, board of directors, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Land 
Enterprise (through: Area director, Aberdeen), with copy of letter of July 8, 
1955. 

Transmitted August 15, 1955. 


GLENN R. LANDBLOOM, 
Assistant Area Director. 











6. SISSETON AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureav or [Npran Arratrs, 
Sisseton, S. Dak., Jume 13, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR Murray: In response to your request of April 17, 
1958, enclosed herewith, in duplicate, are answers to your questionnaire 
on the disposition and acquisition of Indian lands in the last 10 years 
on the Sisseton-Wahpeton Reservation, together with the tabular forms 
used in compiling this information. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. P. Hucues, Superintendent. 


SISSETON 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DisPosiTION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 YrArs 


PART I 


1. Acres in trust, 210.01. None acquired in fee. 
2. Acres in individual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947, 117,053.48. 
3. See the following: 





Number of Number of 
Fiscal year: transactions | Fiscal year—Continued transactions 
sil a, ee tease tacaeni eosin 0 ee 2 
a sa ie de eee 1 a ara te 3 
TU Bi acest ti skcg etek eae : pL eo cee on gee eee A 3 
a aR a el 5 DOE 6 veiceicccerercd Ae tee ee 12 
TOG... ~ineiset dicen guetni 9 
i es 15 aa ose yf: 
1. See the following: 
Fiscal year: Acres Fiscal year—Continued Acres 
enst tan taiteacidan th 0 Se 1, 724. 79 
ee 120. 00 i ixeyessincnvtiitateventmttieiimainial 212. 24 
i eisibdies aie eciecatte caged a 179. 05 aiid tiie eee 339. 15 
Dic nctimtic tater cee 421. 50 OIG citi hci ee iain 713. 49 
WN ian ee dale cn cians 678. 10 won 
ROE tn edamame 1, 194. 95 NE Sic cecil 5, 583. 27 








192 


INDIAN 


5. Patents-in-fee: 
Number of 


Fiscal year: transactions 


Removal of restrictions: 
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Sales to fee status: 
Number of 


Fiscal year: transactions 
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6. Patents-in-fee: 


Fiscal year: Number of acres 
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Removal of restrictions: 
Fiscal year: Number of acres 
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Sales to fee status: 


Fiseal vear: Number of acres 
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LAND TRANSACTIONS 
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7. None. 

8. None. 

9. None. 

10. None. 

11. There were 690.01 acres in trust. None acquired in fee. 

12. There were 111,470.21 acres in individual Indian ownership on 
December 31, 1957. 

13. The acquisition and disposal of Indian lands on the Sisseton- 
Wahpeton Reservation has not been affected by any special acts of 
Congress. There is no Tribal Land Enterprise at this jurisdiction, 
but the tribal council recommends that no Indian land be disposed of 
to non-Indians. No resolutions on this subject have been passed. 

14. No lands have been acquired on the Sisseton-Wahpeton Reser- 
vation. The Sisseton-Wahpeton Sioux Tribe does not own any un- 
divided interests. The undivided interests owned by non-Indians and 
alien Indians do not present a problem unless several such heirs be- 
come involved in an allotment. In cases where only 2 or 3 such heirs 
are involved and the allotment is advertised for sale excluding such 
interests, the bidders seem to be willing to purchase the Indian own- 
ers’ shares and negotiate direct for the ‘shares of the non-Indians and 
alien Indians. The Sisseton- -Wahpeton Reservation is not under the 
Indian Reorganization Act. There is no difficulty in reaching agree- 
ment among heirs as to disposal of lands, but there is difficulty in 
securing signed consents from all heirs because where there are 75 or 
more heirs, the problem of contacting all of them is practically i im- 
possible. No great use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands inv olving minor or incompetent heirs. 


PART II-—SISSETON 


1-6. The remaining Indian land on this reservation is scattered in 
small tracts over seven counties in North and South Dakota, and in 
view of the fact that there is no Tribal Land Enterprise on this reserva- 
tion, there are considered to be no key tracts. 


PART III—SISSETON 


1-8. The Sisseton-Wahpeton Sioux Tribe has never had a Tribal 
Land Enterprise and does not employ any personnel. 
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7. STANDING ROCK AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpian Arrairs, 
Fort Yates, N. Dak., June 10, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, United 
States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Murray: In compliance with your letter of April 
17, this office respectfully submits the attached report for your con- 
sideration. 

With reference to part (1) of your questionnaire, questions 1 and 
2, kindly note that the acreage information furnished is indicated as 
estimated. The figures reported were arrived at by taking into account 
the acquisitions and disposals from July 1, 1947, to July 1, 1957, and 
the acreage balances reflected on our records as of the date last 
mentioned. 

If this office can be of further assistance to you, please feel free 
to contact us at any time. 

Sincerely yours, 
Haroup W. Scuunx, Superintendent. 





FEDERAL LANDS ACQUIRED FROM PRIVATE OWNERS SINCE 1930 


See last sentence of paragraph 2 Senator Murray’s letter of April 
17, 1958. 

The records of this office only reflect information in regard to the 
acquisition of 10,964.65 acres by the Federal Government, classed as 
submarginal land. The land was acquired under authority of title Il 
of the National Recovery Act of June 16, 1933 (48 Stat. 200), and 
the Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of April 8, 1934 (49 Stat. 
115), and section 55 of title I of the act of August 24, 1935 (49 Stat. 
750, 781), at a cost of $46,527.82. Information in regard to the dates 
and purpose of acquisition are not statistics of record in this office; 
however, it is our understanding that the acquisition was to take lands 
unsuited for production out of cultivation and restore it to a native 
grass. It is our further understanding that the lands, situated within 
Indian reservations, were to be transferred to tribal ownership. 

The above-mentioned lands are administered by the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs and permitted under a revocable permit to the Standing 
Rock Sioux Tribe for an annual consideration of $1,470. The current 
permit commenced in force as of April 1, 1958 to end on October 31, 
1959 which includes 15 separate parcels in Sioux County, N. Dak. and 
21 separate parcels in Corson County, S. Dak., involving a total of 
10,964.65 acres of land. The tribe has assigned their use right to the 
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entire acreage of which 3,611.65 acres are permitted within Indian 
range units and the remaining 7,353 acres are permitted within non- 
Indian range units for an annual consideration of $3 and $7.50 per 
animal unit carrying capacity year long, respectively. 


PART I-——-STANDING ROCK 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust?) How many acres which the tribe had ac- 
quired in fee ? 

The records of this office indicate that 171,595 (estimated) acres 
were in tribal ownership in a trust status on the date mentioned. The 
tribe owns no land in unrestricted fee. 

How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947 ? 

The records of this office indicate that 865 070 (estimated) acres were 
held in a trust or restricted status in individual Indian ownership on 
the date mentioned. 

Information in response to questions Nos. 3, 4, 5, and 6 is set forth 
in table No. 1 attached hereto. The questions mentioned are quoted as 
eB > for your reference convenience : 

How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the ty pe of transaction. 

Information in response to questions Nos. 7, 8, 9, and 10, is set forth 
in table No. 2 attached hereto. The questions mentioned are set forth 
as po for your reference convenience: 

How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
ie were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 
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10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 

31,1947? How many acres held by the United States in trust?) How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

The records of this office indicate that 213,643.42 acres of land were 
held in tribal ownership in a trust status on the date mentioned. The 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe owns no land in unrestricted fee. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

The records of this office indicate that 722,475 acres of land were 
owned in individual Indian ownership on the date mentioned. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination acts, 
private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What study 
is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal council 
passed or considered any resolution on this subject? Please elaborate 
and include any resolutions approved. 

oe examination of the record fails to reveal any information in 

gard to special act of Congress enacted solely to effect the acquisition 
ant disposal of land on the | Standing Rock Reservation or legislation 
accomplished to initiate a termination of trust responsibility at this 
jurisdiction. However, several private acts have been enacted into law 
affecting the issuance of patents in fee to individual Indians. These 
private ‘acts have involved a ver y limited acreage. 

The alienation of trust and restricted Indian lands by sale and issu- 
ance of patents in fee has been discussed by the Standing Rock Sioux 
Tribal Business Council on numerous occasions. It is being realized 
that the continued alienation of lands would adversely affect the pos- 
sibility of establishing new Indian operators in farming and/or ranch- 
ing pursuits or to provide additional lands when needed for the op- 
erators now established. The Standing Rock Sioux Tribal Business 
Council, cognizant of the diminishing trust status land base, while as- 
sembled in session on March 6, 1957, adopted Resolution No. 8-57, 
two copies of which are transmitted herewith for your information. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

An undivided interest owned by the tribe tends to depress the selling 
price of land for the reason that their exists no provision whereby the 
tribally owned interest may be offered for sale along with the indi- 
vidual interest or interests. Consequently the pureh: ser is able to 
acquire title to only the individually owned interest or interests. 
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(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians. 

This situation presents a problem in the acquisition of lands in a re- 
stricted status for several reasons; that records maintained on un- 
restricted fee ownership are not readily accessible for examination 
and evaluation, title documents must be prepared by agencies other 
than the Bureau of Indian Affairs, separate deeds must be prepared 
to convey the unrestricted interest. It may also be eae that the 
examiner of inheritance take appropriate action to establish the pre- 
sumed status of an alien Indian. In the disposal of trust or restricted 
Indian land, the involvement of a non-Indian or alien Indian interest 
tends to depress the selling price of the land. It is necessary that the 
prospective purchaser be properly informed in regard to any unre- 
stricted interest owned in Indian land. It may also be necessary that 
appropriate action be taken by the examiner of inheritance to fac- 
tually establish the status of a presumed alien interest. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

In order that a minor’s interest in trust or restricted Indian land be 
disposed of, it is necessary that guardianship proceedings be had in the 
proper State court having jurisdiction over the area in which the land 
1s located. Many times the minor’s interest may be small and the sale 
proceeds accordingly nominal which situation creates a problem in 
prevailing on the other heir or heirs to assume the cost of guardian- 
ship proceedings in order that a transaction may be concluded. 

d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to the use 
or disposal of lands. 

No particular difficulty has been experienced in getting the heirs to 
reach agreement as to the sale or use of land, except that one or other 
of the heirs is occupying the land as a homesite. The problem is in 
contacting the heirs to determine their wishes in regard to a proposal. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and left minor or 
incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been encouraged or 
permitted to buy such lands? 

An examination of the record reveals that the Secretary’s authority 
has not been utilized within the last 3 years of the reporting period. 
It is believed that it has been used very rarely in the preceding years, 
if at all. This is quite likely due to the fact that considerably more 
applications have been filed for the sale of land to the tribe by persons 
qualified to consent to the sale of land than the tribe has financial 
means to purchase. The matter of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands has been brought to the attention of the tribal council. 
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PART II. KEY TRACTS—-STANDING ROCK 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts? 

During the last 3 years of the reporting period one alleged key tract 
comprising 160 acres was sold. To the best of our know ledge there 
were no other such disposals in the 7 preceding years. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

The tribe and individual Indians have purchased or exchanged 
82,126 acres of trust or restricted Indian land during the reporting 
per iod, which were considered important to their operations without 
a determination necessarily being made as to whether or not the land 
was a key tract. We know of no disposal of an alleged key tract to 
a non-Indian other than set forth at item No. 1 above. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were e sold to non-Indians? 

To our best knowledge, none However, we desire to invite your 
attention to the information set forth at item No. 1. In this instance 
a patent in fee was issued to the heir of 1 tract of restricted Indian 
land comprising 160 acres, which was alleged as a key tract by the 
Indian operator in whose unit the land was permitted. The land was 
subsequently sold to a non-Indian. Before the superintendent ap- 
proved the application for a patent in fee, an attempt was made to 
arrange a negotiated sale of the land to the Indian operator. How- 
ever, the Indian ow ner, who was found to be unquestionably compe- 
tent, refused to negotiate a sale of the land in trust and insisted that 
a patent in fee be issued in order that she be able to negotiate the sale 
of the land to the highest bidder in unrestricted fee. The use and 
conservation of the adjacent Indian land was not contingent on the 
retention in restricted fee of the tract disposed to an unrestricted 
status. The Indian operator has not been adversely affected by loss 
of the 160-acre tract to the extent that he has had to curtail his 
ope ations. 

If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 
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Information available indicates that there is a greater acreage of 
trust or restricted Indian land under Bureau approv ved use tod: ay ‘than 
at any time during the 10-year reporting period, 

Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were fee status have 
sent acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, or in 
trust or fee status by tribes. 

The tribe has acquired a total of 7,856.12 acres of land from un- 
restricted fee status during the 10-year reporting period. A total of 
928.92 acres were purch: ased outr ight from unrestricted fee owners, as 
key tracts. The remaining 6,927.20 acres were acquired from un- 
restricted fee owners by virtue of exchange of land. These acquisi- 
tions appear to have been accomplished to effect a consolidation of 
tribal land holdings without regard to the land necessarily being 
key tracts. 

PART LII—STANDING ROCK 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to ascertain to what 
extent the tribes have assumed responsibility for real-estate activi- 
ties. 

1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary and the nature of his work. 

In order that the information desired in this instance and in response 
to paragraph (3) of Senator Murray’s letter of April 17, 1958, this 
office has prepared a listing (identified as table No. 3) of all tribal 
positions supervised by Bureau personnel and positions located with 
and supervised by tribal administration, along with a schedule (iden- 
tified as table No. 4) which reflects information i in regard to the num- 
ber of positions situated within the branch of realty of this agency 
and salaries paid for the period of years from 1947 through “1957. 
Information, in the form of position descriptions (identified as table 
No. 5), in regard to the nature of the work performed by the tribal 
positions now established within the branch of reality is presented for 
your consideration. 

. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose sal- 
ary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salar y of such employee, 
the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of his 
work, 

All Bureau real-estate employees at this agency are paid from ap- 
propriated funds. 

Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

The tribe does not employ anyone in the capacity mentioned. The 
personnel of the branch of realty of this agency rendered the services, 
which normally would be performed by a real estate adviser or con- 
sultant. 
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4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

No, see information furnished in response to question No. 7 below. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

Yes, see information furnished in response to question No. 7 below. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 

If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. The 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe on May 17, 1957, cates into a contract 
with Mr. W. D. Davis, 1016 Baltimore, Kansas City 5, Mo., for ap- 
praiser services. The contract, approved by the Bureau, called for 
an appraisal of approximately 55,000 acres of trust and restricted 
status Indian land embraced in a large number of separate tracts on 
the Standing Rock Reservation in North Dakota and South Dakota, 
which will be required by the United States in connection with the 
Oahe Dam project on the Missouri River. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or simi- 
lar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of such 
organization. 

The Standing Rock Sioux Tribal land enterprise was approved on 
September 16, 1947. The purpose of this enterprise is to consolidate 
and improve the tenure of the reservation land base in order to elimi- 
nate obstacles to proper land use, which have grown out of the aliena- 
tion of Indian lands and the breaking up ‘of individual holdings 
through inheritance, for the immediate and future use and benefit 
of members of the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe. 

These adjustments involve the purchase by the tribe of key tracts 
of individually owned trust or restricted lands and alienated lands, 
with particular emphasis on the heirship lands and the small tracts 
of irrigated lands which cannot be made use of by the owners by 
reason of the many heirs, the absence of the owners from the reserva- 
tion or for other causes, and adjustments by partition, exchanges, and 
other land adjustments. This enterprise shall be managed by a 
committee of six members hereinafter referred to as the land enter- 
rise committee of the Standing Rock Sioux Tribal Council, chosen 
by such council. It shall be the duty of the committee to recommend 
approval or rejection of all transactions involving the acquisition of 
lands by the tribe whether by purchase, lease, permit, gift, exchange, 
or otherwise, and to recommend for or against any proposed land ad- 
justments involving tribal lands. All actions of the committee shall 
be by a majority vote of the members present. Four members of such 
committee shall constitute a quorum. The effectiveness of the enter- 
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prise can best be judged by taking into consideration that at the 
time the plan of operation was approved there were 171,595 °* acres of 
land owned by the tribe; whereas at the close of fiscal year 1957 the 
tribe owned a total of 213,152.78 acres of land. The effectiveness of 
the enterprise in carrying out their stated purpose has been hampered 
by the lack of funds. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

Real-estate operations have at all times been a Bureau responsibility 
at this agency. Consequently, it is not possible to make a compari- 
son of the difference in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations 
in this regard. 


1 Estimated, 
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TaB_e 3.—Tribal employees 


3ranch of administration: 
Tribal IIM Clerk (clerk-typist). 
Tribal janitor. 
Branch of realty: 


Tribal land clerk (clerk-typist). 
Tribal lease clerk (clerk-typist). 


Branch of land operations: 


Tribal grazing clerk (clerk-typist). 
Equipment operator, tribal soil conservation enterprise. 


Branch of credit: Tribal credit clerk (clerk-typist). 


Branch of Law and order : 
Tribal chief of police. 
District tribal police (4 each). 
Tribal cook (jail). 
Associate tribal judge (2 each). 
Tribal clerk of court (clerk-typist). 


Tribal administration : 


Tribal finance officer. 
Tribal clerk (clerk-typist). 
Tribal ration clerk. 


TABLE 4.—Tribal empioyees 


[List of positions in branch of realty paid from tribal funds] 


| | | 
Branch of realty 1947 1948 | 1949 1950 | 1951 | 1952 





























Tribal lend clerk__........-.--- | $517.00 | $1,933.74 | $2, 215. 34 | $1,966.11 | $2,445.65 | $2,916. $3 
Tribal lease clerk_........-...-- | 994. 85 1, 916. 79 1,971.82 | 2,194.36 | 2,088.02 | 2,669. 83 
Tribal clerk-stenographer - -...-- Weve oe ff: |) ee NU stdin ceive S caanaienaiibeel 
WOON ies ase CRTs | 1,511.85 | 5,158. 29 | 4,187.16 | 5,068.57 | 4,533.67 | 5, 586. 66 

= ee 

Branch of realty | 1953 1954 1955 1956 | 1957 | Total 
aceite ape ria~nltmentapyen TT Tee Te PTE 
Tribal land clerk...............| $3,269.90 | $3,091.76 | $2,619.97 | $1, 699. 09 | $554. 38 |$23, 229. 77 
Tribal lease clerk Di 873. 51 2,001.16 | 2,890. 28 2, 107. 87 1, 622. 36 | 21, 330. 85 
Tribal clerk-stenographer - ---. 2, 527. 31 7 Séenl | ag MO Oi euide se tepeue Peete taster! 5, 949. 05 
Si cic fad Dbl ll eee abel Le bia Lia k 
ORG i isteach et dd | 6,670.72 5, 092. 92 6, 716. 13 3, 806. 96 2, 176.74 | 50, 509. 67 


TABLE 5.—Tribal employces 


Tribal land clerk (clerk-typist) 

This position is located in the Acquisition and Disposal Section of the Branch 
of Realty of the Standing Rock Agency. The Acquisition and Disposal Section 
exercises direct supervision over land acquisition and disposal programs includ- 
ing development and recommendation of policies and procedures for application 
by the agency office in activities pertaining to sales, exchanges, partitions, and 
the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc., and acquisitions of Bureau sites for school 
and other purposes, in coordination with other elements of the agency, in addi- 
tion to the tribe and individual Indians. 

The incumbent receives applications for patents-in-fee, supervised sales 
(advertised), exchanges, gift conveyances, and partitionment of land. 

The incumbent prepares file folders and index cards for all types of land trans- 
actions, upon receipts of the individual application and maintains filing of same 
to facilitate the orderly handling and expeditious answering of inquiries to the 
general public. Information on index cards include the initial date and name 
of the applicant and the various steps to final completion, which are kept current 
to reflect a current status of a particular transaction, requiring constant and 
minute attention to changes as they occur. 








208 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


The incumbent prepares a transaction worksheet on each application for the 
purpose of ascertaining the correct allotment number with relation to the land 
described and ownership, routes and transaction worksheet to the Reports and 
Control Section of the Branch of Realty for verification. Prepares notices to the 
chairman of the tribal business council for applications files for various types 
of land transactions in order that the council may negotiate for the purchase of 
the land, if it so desires. 

The incumbent, by form memorandum, makes inquiry of the welfare depart- 
ment of this agency as to the welfare status of the allottee or heirs of land being 
sold in order that such welfare supervision as may be necessary in the expendi- 
ture of land sale funds may be accomplished. 

The incumbent by form letter notifies all heirs of restricted Indian lands of each 
application filed for various types of land transactions affecting their interests, 
in the event they have not participated in the execution of the application. This 
action is taken in order that the wishes of all heirs may be learned in regard to 
the land transaction action proposed. 

The incumbent performs stenographic duties consisting of transcribing from 
fa dictaphone transcribing machine, correspondence, with responsibility for 
correctness, punctuation, and spelling, in connection with acquisitions and dis- 
positions, partitions, and exchanges of trust lands. 

The incumbent is under the immediate supervision of the assistant real prop- 
erty officer, grade GS-9, with incidental supervision received from clerk-stenog- 
rapher, grade GS-3, and agency real property officer, grade GS-11. Completed 
work is reviewed for accuracy and adequacy in accordance with instructions. 

This position was established during the year 1947. The present annual salary 
has been set at $2,418. However, effective as of March 1, 1958, the annual salary 
will be raised to $2,690, comparable to a GS-1 grade. 

Tribal lease clerk (clerk-typist) 

This position is located in the Tenure and Management Section of the Branch 
of Realty, Standing Rock Agency. The Tenure and Management Section exercises 
direct supervision over surface and subsurface leasing and management pro- 
grams including recommendation of policies and procedures of application by the 
agency in activities pertaining to the conservation and development of mineral 
resources on Indian lands; the issuance of licenses, permits, rights-of-way, leases, 
and assignments of real estate under jurisdiction of the agency and coordi- 
nation with other elements of the agency. 

The incumbent of this position receives applications for farm and/or farm- 
pasture leases. Prepares lease documents, which entails the examination of 
landownership records to determine the allottee or heirs of any given tract of 
land, computes the rental by taking into consideration the minimum acceptable 
rental rate for grazing and cropland and the negotiated rental as set forth in 
the application and determines the lease fee to be charged for preparing the 
lease document. Further, sets forth in the lease document any special condi- 
tions with regard to the payment of rental to the allottee or heirs or into the 
agency office, and determines the amount of performance bond required for any 
particular lease. In determining the amount of bond required it is necessary 
that the annual rental payable under the lease, the number of acres of grazing 
land and/or cropland be taken into consideration, also any improvements which 
may comprise a part of the lease consideration or special conservation practices 
in order that the lease be properly bonded. 

The incumbent prepares official receipts in taking up fees and rental collected 
into the agency office and journal vouchers in transferring rental and fees out 
of special deposit for proper crediting to IIM accounts or the refund of cash 
bond deposits. 

The incumbent prepares form letters in transmitting proposed leases to the 
lessee for execution and by form letter notifies all lessees of the expiration 
date of any lease in force, which action is generally taken not less than 60 
days prior to the expiration date of any particular lease, which has not been 
renewed. 

The incumbent performs stenographic duties consisting of transcribing from 
a dictaphone transcribing machine, correspondence, with responsibility for 
correctness, punctuation, and spelling in connection with matters pertaining to 
the functions of the tenure and management section of the branch of realty. 

The incumbent is under the immediate supervision of the assistant real 
property officer, grade GS-7, with incidental supervision received from the 
clerk-typist (lease clerk) grade GS-8, and the agency real property officer, 
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grade GS-11. Completed work is reviewed for accuracy and adequacy in accord- 
ance with instructions. 

This position was established during the year 1947. The present annual salary 
has been set at $2,418. However, effective as of March 1, 1958, the annual salary 
will be raised to $2,960, comparable to a GS-2 grade. The incumbent will enter 
on duty at an entrance salary of $2,690 per annum and as experience is gained 
and ability proven, will then be advanced to $2,960 per annum. 


RESOLUTION No, 8—57 


RESOLUTION OF THE STANDING ROCK SIOUX TRIBE FOR NORTH DAKOTA AND SOUTH 
DAKOTA FAVORING SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 3 


Whereas the Bureau of Indian Affairs regularly and consistently points to 
House Concurrent Resolution 108, 83d Congress as a policy directive from 
Congress justifying the current policy of urging, encouraging, and facilitating 
the sale of restricted allotments by individual Indians, competent and incompe- 
tent, so that in the last 4 years, 1,600,000 acres of such land have been removed 
from Indian ownership ; and 

Whereas the Bureau of Indian Affairs in reliance on House Concurrent Reso- 
lution 108, 88d Congress, at the same time that it encourages sale of the indi- 
vidual Indians, only capital asset and the reduction of landholdings, urges relo- 
cation of Indians on the ground that there is insufficient land available for them 
on the reservation; and 

Whereas on the Standing Rock Sioux Reservation added personnel have been 
sent to this agency to accelerate the processing of sales of Indian allotments so 
that in January 1957 144 separate tracts of land embracing about 29,370.99 acres 
were offered for sale at one time in a county where from 40 to 50 transfers are 
normal] for a full year; and 

Whereas despite the fact that the land may have oil and gas value the Indians 
are permitted, whether competent or incompetent, to convey their oil and gas 
without any additional value for oil or gas being included in the appraisement 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Senate Concurrent Resolution 3 be adopted as the policy of 
Congress to supersede House Concurrent Resolution 108, 83d Congress. 


CERTIFICATION 


We hereby certify that at a meeting of the Standing Rock Sioux Tribal Council 
held at Fort Yates, N. Dak., on March 6, 1957, at which a quorum was present, 
the above resolution was adopted by a vote of 14 for and 0 against. 


LOUISE PAINTE, 
Secretary, Standing Rock Siougr Tribal Council. 








8. TURTLE MOUNTAIN CONSOLIDATED AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFratrs, 
Belcourt, N. Dak., June 6, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. (. 

Dear Senator Murray: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 
April 17, 1958, with enclosures, in which you ask for certain historical 
and statistical data concerning Indian and Federal lands under the 
jurisdiction of this agency. Due to limited staffing it is impossible to 
give your inquiry the attention it justifies, in view of its importance 
in considering effective legislation by Congress in connection with 
Indian lands. 

The United States Government first made an agreement with the 
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians through the MeCumber 
Commission under date of October 2, 1892. This agreement was modi- 
fied and amended by the act of April 21, 1904 (33 Stat. 198-194). 

The Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians received a reserya- 
tion of only two townships of land. Regularly enrolled members of 
this band were authorized, under the act cited above, to have their 
allotment rights satisfied with land on the public domain. On Sep- 
tember 30, 1907 (36 L. D. 105), it was held by the Department that the 
act of April 21, 1904, did not limit the time within which members of 
this coe might make selections, and that there was no authority to fix 
a date after which children born into the band would not be entitled to 
land. This ruling remained in effect for about 9 years, during which 
time many children born subsequent to the year 1904 had made selec- 
tions that were completed by the issuance of trust patents. However, 
on January 15, 1916 (44 L. D. 524), in the case of Voight v. Bruce, the 
Department recalled and vacated the 1907 ruling and held that to 
entitle a member of the band to an allotment selection under the 1904 
act, it must affirmatively appear that the applicant was in being Octo- 
ber 8, 1904, the date the 1904 act was ratified and accepted by the 
Indians. As many of the applicants for allotments under this law 
were born subsequent to October 8, 1904, it became necessary to reject 
their applications, and thereafter the lands included in such selections 
again became available for disposition by the Government under the 
public land laws. 
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There does not seem to be on file here any compilation of the total 
number of acres selected and allotted to the members of this tribe. 
We do find for the year 1927 the following: 


Lands under the Turtle Mountain Agency 


| Trust | Patent-in-fee 








iota qucieienecputuieoinhtislaoniemplestecbaaiapanadpipaeherddaeccteanditssihmg piek elite ond ls 

OPE MORI: 5. 0.3 d.k eens cake Sy adeneawe<tteltins Gnd esdekb wie 20, 600 | 25, 480 

Ti: I ne steel are ume eee naai aoa 8,000 | 5, 600 

Outside Rolette County_..-....------- Ss abe cp eiane tite cemptaiieaa ae 356, 085 | 194, 060 
WN Acs cts ae Sere ee eee ee ee 384, 685 | 225, 140 
GPGINT GORE... ec eie ocgsedcnde pb tir ores ana see times stents ead 609, 825 


The public domain lands were scattered over a wide area, and it 
was difficult to supervise them efficiently with only one field clerk at 
the Turtle Mountain Agency. The agency Superintendent, about 
1931, conceived the idea that supervision of these lands should be trans- 
ferred to the nearest Indian agency. As a consequence, in 1932, the 
transfer was consummated, and public domain allotments were trans- 
ferred to the jurisdiction of the Fort Totten, Fort Berthold, Fort 
Peck, Fort Belknap, Rocky Boy, Cheyenne Riv er, and Tongue "River 
Agencies. When income is received for the leasing of these lands, it 
is tranferred to this agency, deposited to the accounts of the indi- 
viduals concerned, and disbursed in accordance with regulations. If 
the land is sold the procedure is the same. Allottees possessing the 
necessary qualifications may receive a patent in fee, which terminates 
supervision by the Government. 

Because of the acute shortage of land here, Congress made funds 
available under the act of May 24, 1940 (545 Stat. 219), for the pur- 
chase of tribal lands, title being taken in the name of the United States 
of America in trust for the Indians of the Turtle Mountain Reserva- 
tion. Under this program we purchased lands as follows: 














| 
Tracts ap Acres 

’ er ore merreern . — a ee = 

From private owners, fee status rahe Wallet guna ar ivesiitigad ate darn tadiedodanieiaae 227 | 33, 707. 89 

FB SONY TIS, GINO IN CINE BONE, ects cc eman ccc eiounnndipetkemandion 19 1, 729. 09 

Total tribal purchases....................<. = dh ches ircibnbhinanahebern 246 35, 436. 96 


Purchases began in 1941, and continued in 1942, 1943, and 1944, with 
a few purchases made later. 
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Other lands purchased with Federal funds for various purposes, 
and held in the name of the United States of America (but not for 
the tribe) include the following : 


Turtle Mountain 


Purpose of the purchase, date and act, if known Tracts Acres 








Boy Scout land, 1937. For pei Scout, Girl Scout, picnic, recreational, etc., use. 


WI4NWY, lots 1 and 4, sec. 7-162-70__....._-- 1 | 138.70 
Fire observation tower land, i940. For use during fire-hazard se: 4son, “to observe fires | 

when they start. SE4SWY, lots 8 and 9, sec. 3-162-71. Purchased under the act | 

of Congress approved Mi: 1y 10, 1939 (P ublic Law 68, 76th Cong., Ist sess.) 1 | 133.40 


Purchased from Marie Jollie, for location for sc hool, garage shop, etc., for Turtle 
Mountain Consolidated Day School, 1929, NWYNWY8SWY sec. 21, 7. 308 Ni; 


R..70 W.... sit nliaatidacalipcia eek anal Seng si ciate a teltlntlbaneebiaiadane anieinainiodaannteabee l 10. 00 
Purchased from Marie Jollie, addition to above, and to remove knoll obstructing a 

clear vision of through highw: 1y used by the sc hool buses, 1941__ | l . 60 
Purchased from Wahnakwot, for location of employees quarters, garages, garden plots, | 

etc., 1936, part NW sec. 21, T. 162 N, R. 70 W_. 3 1} 15.00 





Purchased from Wahnakwot, for additional school-land holdings, for garden, agricul- 
tural instruction, and other school and agency purposes, 1942, part NW Yj sec. 21, 
T. 162 N., R. 70 W_--- dad 1 98. 70 


Purch: ased from Abraham Houle ests ite, for location of Houle Day School, 1938, ‘part 
SEY sec. 3, T. 162 N., R. 70 W | 1 22. 50 
Purehs ised from E kweas, for location Dunseith School, in “1912, part NEX sec. 24, 
T. 168 N., It. 73 V 1 10. 00 
Purchased from E sai as estate, for : additional land for Dunseith Day School, in 1937, | 
re eee O00. OO. TAGS NER. 16, W ¢ cnniciinmademdeinn-cobunchscese l 30. 00 
Purchased from Andre Grant, for wai il land for use in connection with Roussin | 
Day School, 1942, p an SEM, sec T. 162 N., R. 71 W... l 20. 00 


Purchased from David Jollie, for . Aaitton to Belcourt Consolidated Sc hool, for. pl: Ly- 
grounds, football field, baseb: ull diamond, race track, etc., in 1953, triangular tract of 
ground lying contiguous to other school lands, and bordering State Highway No. 5, 
ey TE Be ek ke BRERA EY a eee aie eee ae . 

Purchased from Great Walker Estate, for location Great Walker Day School, in 1938, 
part NW sec. 8, T. 162 N., R. 71 W lees aaa l 22. 50 

Other lands under exclusive control of the Government include the following: 

Relinquished by Wahnakwot, for school purposes, in 1913, SW4SW YwNW} 4 see. 


Matas See aes) aes OO OW odes lis as cccid bi 1 10. 00 
Relinquishe d by Eusts ache e Roussin, olen ition of Roussin D¢ Ly School, about 1907, 

part of SW sec. 29, T. 162 N., R. 71 V é-: * 1 3. 90625 
Relinquished by James ‘Des oteau, for loc aiid of Roussin Day School, “about 1907, 

part SEY sec. ea eR eS innow 1 3. 90625 
Relinquished by yn Gourneau, for Gourne aut School “(Day “School No. 4, now 

demolished), in 19183, NW4SWYNWY sec. T. 162 N., R. 71 W wale 1 10. 00 
Agency reserve, probably from time of e st: ib lish iment of this reservation, 1904, for 

agency purposes, NEM4SEM4, E«MSEYNE\ E} gsWu4SEYNE\ and 

EWMNEYNES sec. 20, T. 162 N., R. 70 W 1 90. 00 


Reverted mission schoo] land, used by a mission for ‘several ‘ye ars, but reverted 
after their mission buildings burned—date unknown—lot 6 and W!4W'4SE\- 
Pe ee PE EE NC NO WE a onnc co ccncccancesenecwctceneceks : oe 1 45. 60 


Total land under exclusive jurisdiction of United States of America_....._- 18 | 670.76 


Much of the tribal land is under lease or permit to members of 
the tribe. Of the total tribal land, 33,556.96 acres are now under use 
for farming, grazing or haying purposes. The chairman of the ad- 
visory committee has advised that in some of the c cases, it is difficult 
to make collection of the rentals when due. Since the character of the 
lands in and near this reservation consists mainly of rolling knolls 
and hills, much of it covered with brush and timber, it is not good 
agricultural land, and is adapted mostly for pasture and grazing 
purposes rather than for grain farming. Most of the lessees have 
some livestock, and endeavor to raise some feed grain crops when 
they have land under cultivation, as well as cutting hi iy for roughage. 

Only a small part of the reservation owned by individuals as allot- 
ments is suitable for agricultural use. Some of the more level tracts 
located in the southeastern part of the reservation are under farm 
lease, for which a fair amount of rental is received. Only a few of 
the tracts of land are now used for agricultural purposes by the owners 
or the heirs. 
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Beginning in 1955, we executed 131 oil and gas leases on lands in the 
west ‘township of the reservation. Total value derived from these 
leases up to September 1, 1957, was $62,450. A well was drilled in the 
fall of 1957, which brought in salt water, and was abandoned. Over 
60 of the leases have now been canceled. 

We are now in the process of advertising for oil and gas bids on 19 
units of tribal land comprising 2,758.30 acres and 920 acres of in- 
dividually owned trust land. The lands being advertised are located 
contiguous to the southwest corner of the reservation. 


PART I-—TURTLE MOUNTAIN 


We will now proceed with part 1 of your questionnaire, with replies 
to your numbered questions as follows: 

1. We regret that we cannot be very accurate in quoting figures, 
but we have determined as closely as possible the number of acres in 
tribal ownership on July 1, 1947, to be 34,188.87. All of this land 
is in the name of the United States of America in trust for the Indians 
of the Turtle Mountain Reservation, so is all in trust status. The 
tr Ibe has no land in fee status. 

The number of acres in trust or restricted individual ownership 
as Ye July 1, 1947, was 35,249.16. This covers lands under our im- 
mediate jurisdiction, some on the reservation, some adjacent to it in 
Rolette County, and only 2 tracts of 160 acres each being located in 
McHenry County. We are not making any report of the public 
domain allotments under the jurisdiction of other Indian agencies; 
such public domain lands will be contained in their reports to you. 

We have disposed of only 3 tracts of land in individual owner- 
ship in the past 10 years. Under the act providing for the purchase 
of tribal lands, there was no provision for disposal of such lands; 
therefore, there are none. The compilation covering this type of 
disposal of lands in the blocks on the forms provided will set out 
the category of each. 

A total of the 3 tracts is 391.60 acres. See compilation on form 
for breakdown for each fiscal year. 

5. This is shown in the compilation. 

6. Same as reply to No. 5. 

7. A total of 5 tracts were acquired since July 1, 1947. 

The total number of acres comprising the 5 tracts was 522.85. 

9. The breakdown for number of transactions will be found in the 
proper block in the blanks provided for making the report. 

10. Ditto for the number of acres. 

11. Number of acres of land in tribal ownership for December 31, 
1957, is 35,436.96. This is all in trust status. None in fee status. 

Number of acres of land in trust or restricted individual owner- 
sep on December 31, ruts was 36,070.50. 

. The act of May 1940 (545 Stat. 219), provided for the pur- 
a ase of the tribal lr we have under our jurisdiction, see page 2, 
paragraph 2, for a discussion of this act and purchases made as a 
result of its passage, There are no other special acts for either the 
purchase or the disposition of Turtle Mountain Chippewa lands. No 
special study of land under our jurisdiction. The tribal organization 
has not passed any resolutions on this subject, it assumes no jurisdic- 
tion over lands under individual ownership. At the present time, no 


St 
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sales will be approved. The central office has under consideration 
the matter of proper management of mineral rights belonging to In- 
dian trust lands. A decision is expected in the near future, and no 
doubt we will be authorized to offer lands for sale as soon as the deci- 
sion is reached. 

14. Heirship and multiple ownership of trust and restricted lands 
is a distinct disadvantage to the proper handling of such land. Some 
tracts are idle for the simple reason that no lessee is able to undertake 
to secure the signatures of a majority of the shareholders so that a 
lease may be approved. The situation is more acute in case of a sale 
of such land, as it is necessary to have the signatures of all the share- 
holders for a transfer of title except to the tribe. The tribe is with- 
out funds to use in making land purchases. 

(a) The tribe does not own any undivided interest in indi- 
vidual allotments. 

(6) We do have numerous cases where there is an undivided 
interest owned by non-Indians or alien Indians. The remedy is 
to establish that such owners are non-Indians or alien Indians, 
forward such evidence to the examiner of inheritance, who can 
then make a stipulation to this effect, and revise the probate 
findings to reflect such status for the individual. We can then 
proceed to request a patent in fee for the share owned by the non- 
Indian or alien Indian heir. Prospective lessees or purchasers 
can then deal direct with such owners of shares in a fee status. 

(c) This reservation is not under the Indian Reorganization 
Act, so this does not apply. 

(qd) The difficulty of reaching an agreement among a large 
number of heirs is preventing the use or disposal of much of our 
heirship lands. We have found disagreement among a rela- 
tively small number of the heirs even in the making of agricul- 
tural and oil and gas leases. We have cases in which the frac- 
tionated ownership is of such infinitesimal value that the owner 
will not bother to sign a lease. In too many cases, the deceased 
parents of present heirs are indebted to the State welfare board 
for such large claims for old age assistance that they would not 
obtain any income from a lease on the land anyhow, the claims 
will absorb any income for many years to come. 

(e) As we understand this provision, it refers only to lands 
being purchased by the tribe. Since this tribe does not have funds 
to be used for the purchase of land, this provision cannot be used 
to advantage here. 


PART II—TURTLE MOUNTAIN 


Part IT has little aj, on the Turtle Mountain Chippewa 
or Devils Lake Sioux Reservations for the reason that the tribal 


organization does not have control or supervision under their con- 
stitutions of the land holdings of individual Indian allotments or 
estates. Neither tribal organization has funds at the present time 
that might be used for the purchase of lands in the name of the tribe. 
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Answers to your numbered inquiries are as follows: 
1. None sold. 

None. 

None. 

None. 

None. 

None. 


> Or HR 99 bO 


PART III—-TURTLE MOUNTAIN 


The tribal organization of the Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa 
Indians provides for an advisory committee of 8 members. Four are 
elected each year, for a 2-year term. The advisory committee elects 
from its membership a chairman, vice chairman and a secretary. The 
chairman and secretary can be authorized to handle certain business 
matters by a suitable resolution, such as signing oil and gas leases, and 
so forth. They handle the agricultural leases and other matters in 
connection with the tribal lands. Leases on tribal lands to members 
of the tribe require a vote of the majority of the advisory committee. 
Replies to your inquiries to part III are as follows: 

1. Chairman of the advisory committee is Mr. Patrick Gourneau. 
His annual salary is $1,040. He acts as chairman for all advisory com- 
mittee meetings, and supervises the tribal business transactions, such as 
the following: 

(a) Agricultural leases on tribal lands. 

(db) Issuing tribal fishing permits. 

(c) Sawing and sale of lumber from the tribal lands. 

(d) Cutting and sale of posts from the tribal lands. 

(e) Making of tribal loans and collecting principal and interest 
on same. 

(f) Supervises tribal elections. 

(g) Represents the tribe at conventions and other public meet- 
ings in the interest of the tribe. 

(hk) Handles all correspondence in connection with transmitting 
tribal business matters. 

(7) Conducts interviews with callers to the tribal office in con- 
nection with their business transactions. 

(7) Makes the proper arrangements for the receiving and issu- 
ing of surplus commodities from the USDA for needy members 
of the Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians. 

The other employee working with real estate for the Turtle Moun- 
tain Band of Chippewa Indians is the tribal clerk. The present in- 
cumbent is Mrs. Theresa M. Davis. Her annual salary is $2,860. A list 
of her duties include the following: 

(a) Record the minutes of all meetings of the advisory com- 
mittee and supply copies to the superintendent, the area office, 
and the central office, and the credit supervisor. 

(6) keep all accounts of moneys handled by the tribal advisory 
committee, such as: 

1. Cattle loans. 
2. Cash loans. 


‘ 


3. Sales of lumber, posts, ete. 
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4. Sales of fishing permits. 
5. Leasing of tribal apartments, amusement hall, etc. 
6. Transactions of Turtle Mountain Sales Association. 

(c) Acts as secretary-treasurer of the advisory committee and 
for the tribal chairman. 

(d@) Conducts interviews with callers in the absence of the 
tribal chairman and keeps records of such interviews. 

(e) Keeps a record of surplus commodities distributed through 
the tribal advisory committee and renders monthly reports of 
same. 

2. We have no agency real-estate employees who are paid in full or 
in part by tribal funds. 

3. None; does not apply. 

4. The advisory committee of the Turtle Mountain Tribe acts in 
the capacity of a real-estate committee with authority to approve 
real-estate activities, and may delegate this authority to the chairman 
and secretary by a resolution consisting of a majority of its members, 

5. None; does not apply. 

6. None; does not apply. 

7. The reply to No. 4 will also apply to No. 7. The advisory com- 
mittee has been carrying on this work since the passage of the act of 
May 24, 1940 (545 Stat. 219). This has not proved to be the most 
effective manner to carry on the work of the Tribal Land Enterprise. 
Our Tribal Land Enterprise program can be improved by more effec- 
tive screening of appt ants for loans and leases. Collections and de- 
linquencies should be followed up more effectively. 

8. No instructions have been issued to turn real-estate operations 
over to the Bureau. The Bureau has never handled tribal] real-estate 
affairs, so it is not possible to comment on any differences. 

Maps submitted for the Turtle Mountain Reservation consist of the 
following: ? 


1. Printed map of the entire area, scale 10 miles per inch. 
2. A mimeographed map of the immediate area, scale one-fourth 


inch per mile. 

3. A verifax processed copy of a map of the agency grounds, 
scale 8 inches per mile. This map indicated the agency reserve, 
reverted mission lands, relinquishment, and purchased tracts. 

4. A series of township plats showing location of lands under 
our jurisdiction. Allotted lands are colored red, tribal lands 
yellow. 

The replies to the questions in reference to the Devils Lake Sioux 
Reservation were prepared at the Fort Totten Subagency. We have 
given all information available at that office. Fort Totten did not 
have a sufficient number of transactions to require reports on the 
tabulated forms. 

The Devils Lake Sioux Reservation was established by an agree- 
ment entered into on February 19, 1867. This treaty was ratified 
with amendments on April 15, 1867, and proclaimed on May 2, 1867. 

Tribal lands on the Devils Lake Sioux Reservation consist of 120 
acres. Eighty acres are reverted land which belonged to a mission 


1The maps and plats submitted in items 1 to 4 for Turtle Mountain Reservation are 
unsuitable for reproduction in this document and are on file with the committee for refer- 
ence purposes. 
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and is located just north of the present agency grounds. Forty acres 
of other land are located on the reservation. 

The East Side Day School occupies 40 acres of land described as 
SEYSE\, sec. 13, - 152N., R. 65W., 5th principal meridian. This 
land was purchased from the heirs of allotment No. 245 DLS. Deed 
to United States of America approved May 22, 1944. 

The West Side Day School occupies a site of 37.50 acres of land. 
The Wi% SWYNWYNWY, and SIYWYLNWYNWY, sec. 13, T. 
152N, R. “66W. ., containing 7.50 acres, was purchased from John Guy 
Adams, a Devils Lake Sioux Indian. The deed to the United States 
of America was approved May 22, 1934. Later the E4,NWY,NWY% 
and E14,WIANWYNW, sec. 13, T. 152N., R. 66W., containing 30.00 
acres, was purchased from John Guy Adams. Deed to the United 
States of America was approved December 5, 1941. 

Submarginal lands consisting of 1,424.45 acres are now under the 
jurisdiction of the Fort Totten Subs agency office. This land was pur- 
chased under the Submarginal land purchase program. The deed to 
the United States of America from the Palmer Estate was approved 
on August 28, 1937. Under Executive Order No. 7868, issued April 
15, 1938, this land was transferred from the Department of Agri- 
culture to the Department of the Interior for the use of the Devils 
Lake Sioux Indians. __ It is handled by the tribal land enterprise under 
a permit from the Department of the Interior. They in turn sub- 
permit it to the users 

Maps being submitted for the Devils Lake Sioux Reservation con- 
sist of the following: ” 

1. Printed map of the entire area, scale 10 miles per inch. 
Mimeographed map of the Reservation, scale one-fourth 
inch per mile. 
3. Verifax processed copy of Fort Totten Indian Reservation, 
shaded part showing allotted lands. 

No other maps available. 

We regret that this report is not as detailed or as comprehensive 
as we would like to submit. It differs from our usual type of report, 
hence it is not possible to make use of other reports to any great ex- 
tent. It is our sincere hope that it will at least indicate to you in a 
small way the activities about which you inquire. The statistics 
reveal that our people are not enthusiastic about termination, and 
have made no rush to obtain patents in fee or otherwise remove from 
a trust status their reservation lands. Part of this may be accounted 
for because of the oil and gas leasing activities here, and the con- 
sequent hope that oil might “possibly be discovered. This also holds 
true in regard to public domain allotment in western North Dakota 
and through Montana. Lastly, about 70 percent of the individual 
allotments are occupied by the allottee or heirs, hence, homesite factor 
eliminates sale requests. 

If there is additional material you find you need, do not hesitate to 
vall on us with furthter inquiries. We will endeavor to supply you 
with the information you desire. 

Sincerely yours, 
Wiiu1am MaxweE., 
Acting Superintendent. 


2The maps submitted in items 1 to 3 for Devils Lake Sioux Reservation are unsuitable for 
reproduction in this document and are on file with the committee for reference purposes. 
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FORT TOTTEN 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION 
or InpIAN LANDS IN THE Last 10 Yrars 


PART I 


1 through 10: Information not available at Fort Totten. 

11: 120 acres in tribal ownership as of December 31, 1957. All 
tribal lands are in trust status, no tribal land is in fee status. 

12: 52,462 acres in individual Indian ownership (trust status) 
Fort Totten as of December 31, 1957. 

13: Information not available at Fort Totten. 

14: (a) The Devils Lake Sioux Tribe owns no undivided interest 
in allotments. 

(6) The undivided interest of non-Indians and alien Indians in 
most cases makes it almost an impossibility to consolidate landhold- 
ings or even to sell, on the open market, through supervised sales, 
on lands that have multiple heirs. 

(¢) Information not available at Fort Totten. 

(d) The majority of the allotments on the Devils Lake Sioux 
Reservation have five or more heirs. The use of the land has not 
become a major problem, except in isolated cases since most of the 
land is leased to non-Indians for farming or grazing. Agreement 
among heirs as to disposition is a major problem. The fact that only 
7 or 8 tracts of land were sold in the past 2 years attests to this fact. 
More land would have been sold had all heirs consented to selling 

(e) Information not available at Fort Totten. 


PART II-—FORT TOTTEN 


“Key tracts” as the term applies on larger reservations, with 
grazing units are almost nonexistent on the Devils Lake Sioux Res- 
ervation. This reservation has become checkerboarded with deeded 
land and this prohibits the use of grazing units. The reservation 
area is also checkerboarded with farming and grazing plots usually 
40 to 80 acres in size. Generally speaking key tract would be key 
tract only to the non-Indian and not to the individual Indian or to 
the tribe. 

None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 


bo 
° 


~~ 
. 


Or 


_ 
. 


PART II-——FORT TOTTEN 


1. Tribal lease clerk, salary $3,415 per annum. The incumbent in 
this position does clerical work in connection with the making of 
lease contracts on Indian allotments and lands permitted to the tribe. 

2. None. 

3,4,and 5. No 

6. None. 
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’. The Devils Lake Sioux Tribe established a tribal land enter- 
prise which was approved on December 2, 1947. This enterprise was 
established to provide clerical service which was not furnished by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs at that time, due to the curtailment of funds 
and personnel at Fort Totten during 1947. The plan of operation 
for the land service —. provided that 1,424.45 acres of so- 


called submarginal lands be permitted to the Devils Lake Sioux 
Tribe; in addition to this all lease fees would be put to the Devils 
Lake Sioux Tribe. The leasing function has been in very capable 
hands, however, due to the fact that the incumbent is a tribal em- 
ployee he is occasionally burdened with extra clerical work by the 
tribe. The income to the land service enterprise from lease fees 
brings in an average of about $2,500 per year. This pays only about 
two-thirds of the tribal lease clerk’s salary. It becomes necessary 
for the tribe to supplement the other one-third from other tribal 
funds. 

The income from the submarginal lands averages about $3,000 per 
year. (The income from submarginal lands permitted to the tribe. 
$4,042.70 in 1956. Income from lease fees $2,660.28 in 1956.) 

The leasing function could probably be handled better if the in- 
cumbent were a Federal mclenee, Under these circumstances he 
would be able to devote all of his time to land work. 

8. It was recommended at one time that the leasing function at 
Fort Totten be taken over by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, a Fed- 
eral lease clerk position be established, however, this has not ma- 
terialized. 


30451—58 16 
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9. WINNEBAGO INDIAN AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpIaAn AFrarrs, 
Winnebago, Nebr. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
United Ntates Senate. 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Mvurray: In compliance with your letter of 
April 17, 1958, I enclose herewith, in duplicate, information requested 
in your questionnaire, together with an abstract of ownership for the 
M. Earth allotment No. LW —46, consisting of 40 acres. Reports are 
submitted for each of the four reservations under this jurisdiction, 
viz: Omaha, Ponca, Santee, and Winnebago. 

Sincerely yours, 
MERLE JOHNSON, 
Acting Superintendent. 


WINNEBAGO AGENCY 


()UESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 
1. Fiscal vear 1948: 
Tribe Trust Tribal 
Winnebago : ‘ . alice . 29, 450. 77 3, 462 
Ponca 2, 776. 63 691 
Omaha , 22, 779. 34 6,779 
Santee 2 soils said miss eri dict chcnee nk ial ecian Paar 3, 253. 40 3, SOS 
2. Individual ownership, 1948: 
Tribe Number Acre 
Winnebago ‘ lecetaie basal 16 
Ponca 5 a . 0 
Omaha , = sa oh 11 Hitt 
Santec . : ; : l ou 
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3 through 10. Seetables. 
11. Tribal and trust ow nership, fiscal year 1957 


Tribe Trust Tribal 


Saag eee RR pepene pag hf Savane gucaeoeeerukensaonee se. tyes tre 7 a 
Pan cbt nabdWbie dup -<ot bb ikinsaep hb iss nb tess atld EK esa daatide a . 75 591. 00 
Os et " 5 sauna tae Disdantedtmaeraas emma 21, 233. 88 | 6, 694. 00 
advnc atte £oed bs bb<nuntbddddestbvebossehne de Fite d5 Ride 2, 563.00 | 3, 307. 35 


12. individu ownership, 1957: 





rribe Number Acres 
Winnebago... ..........-- : pret ed acadaonabaeecie aeekataakbedatielte 4 | 160 
3 ee ee Rees ae inch ie ell me Sein = Maken dl ian A 0 | 0 
Omaha.-... a Se eh aa sda eed ae nieiecdaiatadaediiainiecta 1 40 
POR bscleddbes chtindaelbdoed Lo eben be whobicnieediedh nbd Slack diiisatiiadeinees (oO. 0 0 


The Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934, retarded sales of 
hata lands for the purpose of retaining these lands in Indian owner- 
ship. However, this has created quite a problem in that the title 
status in many tracts has become very involved in complicated and 
fractionated ownership and we are experiencing now great difficulty in 
processing land sales since heirs are scattered over many States and 
many of them move about so it is difficult to get in touch with them. 

The Omaha and Winnebago Tribal Councils’ joint resolution of 
November 15, 1954, made for the purpose of securing funds to purchase 
some of these complicated heirship tracts, appears to me to be one 
probable solution to disposition of much of the fractioned ownership 
situation, and worthy of consideration, also in that such lands then will 
be available to members of the tribes for farming purposes, which is 
not the case now, since Indians prefer leasing their lands to white 
lessees. 

14. (a) On the four reservations here, there are no undivided inter- 
ests owned by the tribes. 

(6) Almost every allotment on the four reservations is in heirship 
status, having from 2 to 140 heirs. Some of these interests are 
owned by non-Indians and by Indians who are no longer restricted. 
In the case of white ownership, we have several tracts where the 
white heirs are deceased and we have no probate of their in- 
terests on Indian lands because their shares are so minor the probable 
heirs feel they are not worth the expense of probate. All non-Indian 
shares are unrestricted and if land is sold that is always against the 
title. The land is taxable, also, when it passes to an unrestricted status. 
A person buying land wants clear title to the land and problems above 
mentioned are taken into consideration when bidding. 

(c) The problem of minors owning undivided interests on reserva- 
tions under the Reorganization Act has become a special problem. For 
lands being sold wherein minors share, it is necessary that a legal 
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guardian be appointed in the courts of the State to sell the minors’ in- 
terests. This is quite expensive considering in some cases the shares 
of minors are so small that their shares of sale proceeds is not enough 
to pay these costs. 

(7) There is much difficulty among heirs in reaching an agreement 
as to the disposal of lands—where there are so many heirs and so 
widely scattered, it is a real problem to locate all heirs. Also, it seems 
that on heirship land there hardly is a time that we are not waiting for | 
the probate of some estate. In some cases certain adult heirs do not 
wish to sell their interests regardless of how small, and under present 
ruling we must have all adults consent to sale. Enclosed find example 
of heirs on a tract of land that leases for $100 per year. This is one of 
several that are in the same heirship status, and happens to be a 
Leaming allotment which is not taxable. 

(e) No use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell heir- 
ship lands when the owners have died and left minors or incompetent 
heirs. We get all adult heirs’ consent to sale and where minors or in- 
competents ‘have shares, we secure legal guardians through court. 





PART II—WINNEBAGO AGENCY 
1. No key tracts. 
2 through 6. None 


PART IIT-——-WINNEBAGO AGENCY 


1 through 7. None. 
8. Have not been instructed to turn real estate operations over to 
the Bureau. 


M. BRarth—Allotment No. LW-26 (SEYSW, sec. 27-26-9) 





Fractional Amount 
ownership 

Annie Spirit Whiteagle- - eisthe = ; 840/403200 $0. 21 
Susie Heman Decora . 1540/403209 38 
Shirley Decora : - . 1540/604800 25 
Lee Decora i. shanna va 1540/604800 2 

Anna Lee Decora-- Mbp aadd.8 : 1540/604800 . 25 
Maggie Harden. siete iiabete ita dette ‘ ; : 3600 /40320K Su 
Wilbur Harden_______- : 1080/403200 27 
Helen Harden pibein dameewmariae« sank i 1080/403200 27 
Thomas Harden ‘ ; 1080/403200 27 
Elwood Harden____...........-- ‘3 Se . 1080/403200 .27 
William Everett Harden___-__- 1080/403200 o7 
Benjamin Israel] Johnson . 3 60480/403200 15. OF 
Clara Earth Harden “ ; menus 17280/403200 4.20 
Annie Earth Thomas ate ; 17280/403200 4.29 
Harriet Earth Tebo estate. - +5 bé 17280/403200 4.20 
Thomas Earth_.-_. - ‘ ; 3456/ 403200 Re 
Osear Earth. : J bak. slanted f Se 
Alice Earth.... Pe a haat a ar aint 3456 . Be 
Alvina Ruth Twin_-___.-.--- , 3456) 403200 Ri 
Belle Snake Rice pkeset lil . he 8640/403200 2.14 
George Snake__. , ‘ ‘ 8640/403200 2.14 
Lyman Lowry -_.-.-.-- Sd Asdlsddaccebead Debi Shi L 2880/403200 7 

OS eae, ee ee staat = . il ai ak sanded 2880/403200 | aa 
Robert Mallory : 315/403200 OS 
Anna Bess Mallory LaRose-- --.- Loud hou fiiids wits. ‘ sds 315/403200 . 08 
Louis F. Mallory........-- Rae aad . 315/403200 Os 
Lavinia Decora____-_- 7 ; : 2 945/403200 2 

Russell Decora. , . . ; . : 945/403200 23 
Conrad Larue Decora..............-... , , 7 : 945/403200 23 
Alvina Rave ; eee a ais Ce sie : 2880/403200 71 
Edna Rave.....-.-.- i ; ‘ . ae 2880/403200 71 
John Rave 2 vere ‘ carne 2880/403200 71 
Sybil Chamberlain J i ‘ . 2 ‘: 2880/403200 71 


NOR oiicinccicacacsons Ss aviishaa iitiaa died kh nates nnksete vase ato Z 22725/403200 5. 64 
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M. Earth—Allotment No. LW-26 (SEY%SW% 


Joseph Whitewood - if 
Nathan L. Bird tosh 
Minnie Greywolf 

Nellie Greywolf ; 
Mary Greywolf. LG sd 
Charles Whitebeaver.. 
Julia Whitebeaver. 
Martha Henry Hensley 
Kate Henry Wolf 
Eugene Blackhewk 
Ruby Buchanan Pelky 
Catherine Buchanan St. Cyr 
William Buchanan 
Sam Bighear 

Dan Wolf 

Walter Henry 

Mark Henry Est 

Elias Henry — 
Joe (Svdney) Henry 
Cheodore Grevhair 
Ruth Mary Greyhair 
Charles R. Kelsey 
Benjamin Kelsey 

Mary Kelsey Kellar. --- 
Annie Kelsey Armell...- 
Archie (Arthur) Kelsey 
Geraldine Kelsey... alae 
Wanda Kelsey 
Stanley Alvin Kelsey 
Vera Rose Kelsey 
Donna Marie Kelsey 
Porter Twin 
Margaret Twin Bigfire _- 

Alice Twin (Kesick)-.. 

Jasper Twin 

Solomon Twin 

Ruth Twin (Smith) 

Raymond (John) Twin 

Mabel Walker Earth 

Edith Earth Brown 

William Timothy Bear 

Martha Ione Logan 

Helena Abraham Sittingbull 
Corena Abraham Stacy 

Angelo Lamere 

Lottie May Bear 

Vincent Lee Bear 

George Lamere Est 

Charles Harrison Lamere 

Lester F. Decorah 

Daniel Lincoln 

Marlene Smith 

Adam Brown, Jr 

Edwin Allen Brown 

Ross Edward Dale 

Leona Chamberlain Armell 
Arthur Armell, Jr 

Wanda Armell 

Norman Armell 

Louetta 8. Armell 

Roger M. Armell 

Esther Williams 

Vernon Louis Littlebear Sampson 
Ethel May Beaver 

Charles V. Bear 

Rose M. Whitebear Est 
Marland Dean Whitebear 
Theodore Yellow Cloud 

Vera Ann Johnson 

Alvira Stella Johnson... 

Phillip Johnson 

Philomene Cecelia Johnson 

Alves Michel Yellow Cloud 
Henry Moore Yellow Cloud 
Theodora Rosa Yellow Cloud 


Total 


225 


sec, 27-26—9 ) —Continued 











Fractional Amount 
ownership 
sah ~ 2d. ls | 11340/403200 | $2. 81 
eopbasl«acht apiece 8685/403200 | 2.15 
10080/403200 2. 50 
10080/403200 2. 50 
edhe 10080/403200 2. 50 
— 10500/403200 2. 60 
cecal 8676/403200 2.15 
LY 180/403200 . 04 
: 180/403200 . 04 
> - 8640/403200 2. 14 
neon shan 2160/403200 . 54 
.| 2160/403200 | . 54 
‘ 2160/403200 = | . 54 
51030/1612800 3. 16 
206955/1612800 12. 83 
135/1612800 |......-.-- 
195/1612800  |....----.- 
195/1612800 |-..-....-. 
195/1612800 
45/806400 Sad ets 
. 45/806400 = |_.--..:.- be 
27/10240 . 26 
27/10240 26 
27/10240 . 26 
27/10240 26 
27/10240 26 
27/51200 05 
27/51200 . 05 
27/51200 . 05 
27/51200 05 
27/51200 . 05 
45/806400 
45/806400 
45/806400 
45/806400 
45/806400 
45/806400 
45/806400 
1920/403200 47 
768/403200 19 
7944/403200 1. 97 
403200 .10 
/403200 . 63 
403200 . 638 
403200 . 63 
403200 1. 87 
403200 1. 87 
403200 . 08 
403200 . 08 
403200 . 08 
403200 . 08 
¥403200 . 02 
1403200 .02 
76/403200 .02 
403200 =| .02 
45/806400 ‘ 
27/806400 
27/806400 
27/806400 
27/806400 
27/806400 
45/1612800 
45/1612800 01 
45/806400 m ‘ 
7560/403200 1. 87 
76/403200 02 
228/403200 05 
15120/11289600 13 
6480/11289600 os 
6480/11289600 08 
6§480/11289600 .08 
6480/11289600 . 08 
6480/11289600 . 08 
6480/11289600 . 08 
6480/11289600 . 08 


100. 00 
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RESOLUTION OF THE TRIBAL COUNCILS OF THE OMAHA AND WINNEBAGO TRIBES 
OF NEBRASKA 


Whereas the future of the Omahs and Winnebago Tribes will depend upon 
the fate of their remaining land ; and 

Whereas the land base of our tribes is totally inadequate and a definite need 
still exists for a plan to solve the heirship problem and retain the land in Indian 
hands. Our experience in recent years has shown that where tracts of Indian 
land are sold they generally pass into non-Indian hands. Indians have by and 
large neither the cash nor the credit resources with which to make it possible 
for them to compete with non-Indians in land purchases. Loss of the heirship 
tracts will mean the loss of a resource which could help our people achieve a 
higher standard of living. It will also mean that those heirs who have homes on 
heirship tracts will lose these homes. That funds be made available for clearing 
fertile bottom land to provide homes and means of livelihood: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Joint Tribal Councils of the Omaha and Winnebago Tribes 
of Nebraska, That a Federal revolving loan fund on which the tribes will be able 
to draw be established ; be it further 

Resolved, That the councils urge enactment of legislation which will allow 
tribes to buy from and sell to individual members trust allotments in heirship 
status and provide means whereby tribes may borrow money from the United 
States to stabilize land holdings and eliminate the heirship problem. We believe 
that the clear ownership of land with its accompanying responsibility will restore 
the individual to such an extent that our Indian people feel that they will have 
Status among men. 

We cannot adequately express our feelings that all lands now held by our tribes 
should remain in Indian hands. 

Adopted at Winnebago, Nebr., this 15th day of November 1954. 

Gustavus WHITE, 
Chairman, Omaha Tribal Council. 
FRANK BEAVER, 


Chairman, Winnebago Tridal Council. 
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Il. ANADARKO AREA OFFICE 


1. CHEYENNE-ARAPAHO AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or [npran AFFAIRS, 
Concho, Okla., June 12, 1958. 
Hon. James E, Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: In compliance with your request dated 
April 17, 1958, find enclosed completed tabular forms with statistical 
information involving the disposition and acquisition of Indian land 
during the period from July 1, 1947, to December 31, 1957, as shown 
by the records of this office. 

The information requested in part I of the questionnaire attached to 
letter of April 17, 1958, is as follows: 


PART I-—-CHEYEN NE-ARAPAHO 


1. There were 5,873 acres held in trust for the Cheyenne-Arapaho 
tribes in July 1, 1947. According to the records of this office, the 
Cheyenne-Arapaho tribes do not own any real property in fee simple. 

2. As of July 1, 1947, 171,485.353 acres were in a trust or restricted 
status for the benefit of individual Indian owners. 

3. No tribal land has been disposed of during the 10-year period 
since July 1, 1947. The number of transactions by fiscal years by 
which individually owned lands were disposed of is as follows: 


Fea cnie per eee OE PUI na tr ceirag sone oreae tag teeter tee eee 40 
Pk iicctucina ncaa GO) NGG LoS Oulart 5 
di intniicntcnntn ian 0 Naess later satecccise ds at oceania 91 
lc ich Scie ke tintin casein detain icles EE 0 RON ici niacsesgspincen astern ceeekectatapanindalaamaniae 78 
iiitininia canon anda G | 1908 to Dec. 31, 196C sn ccence 6 
PI Micics sataricon inaaniaiiea eltanaee sa leamaai 9 





4. The number of acres of individually owned Indian land that was 
disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 1947, is as follows: 


I aici tess scnicesiaiew saiebsaiachs wc © O00. OO FFs citccninwnnonainninen 4, 495. 30 
RN ia soci ca concinensicatiinarirnabares 720 cas oie tet nein eae 7, 787. 565 
ie sacs iis i statis ease aa 561. 7 DI otic miciac impedances 6, 934. 66 
ei ics coed aibiem ein acai 1, 082.22 | 1958 to Dec. 31, 1957___--- 384 
Stic ice ai ealiapinhiedaddd selma 440. 5é ee 
Rk dogs a ice pana aaa 681. 49 SUR nncnasnvans 34, 576. 763 
aie ee ntek aia cen ptabcae adel 2, 848. 698 
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5. The number and -— of transactions for each year shown in 








answer No. 3 above is as follows: 

Indi- | Removal! Fee | Indi- | Removal| Fee 

Year vidual | of restric-| patents | Year vidual | ofrestric- | ‘tmmiaiag 
sales | tions | sales | tions 
} 

jieniescimsecaiaciignmnicatn oleate. Rippenseainaeranscntad = 
I iscaidteeninenn 70 | 0) 0 OE siccseasecenne 37 1 a 2 
edit dekteesnaamane 4| 1 | eis ccceslicees 49 0 | 4 
De iositiaiecnenien 4 | 1 0 Pei esicncndnaweneasn 87 3 | 1 
Tcteupedibianenwnnill 7 1 3 | SOUT 25. 663 dee sd idague 7 0} 5 
sn caieietiaracatinacaiscmetes 5 0 1 || 1958 to Dec. 31, 1957_. 6 0 0 
anand dnaxaics 7 1 1 | | 








6. The acreage and type of transaction by which individually 
owned trust or restricted property was disposed of as shown in answer 
No. 4 is as follows: 














Removal; Fee | Individ- | Removal; Fee | Individ- 

Year ofrestric-| patent | ually | Year ofrestric-| patent | ually 

tions | owned | | tions | | owned 

TIPO TI Te fot ray 

0 | 360 | 8,640.60 || 1954... on — 80 | 120 2, 848. 698 

80 | 360 720 1) 1955... eek 0 | 318 4, 495. 30 
40 | 250.2 | 561.7 || 1956.. Bi 200| 40 ‘| 7,787. 565 

80 | 162.50 | 1,082.22 || 1957__.- . 0 | 380 6, 934. 66 

0; 80 | 440.53 | 1958 to Dee. 31, 1957. - 0 0 384 





40 81. 49 681. 49 





i 


7. There have been no acquisitions of trust or restricted ieudhisen 
I: a for either the tribe or individuals since July 1, 1947, except pur- 
chase of town lots in a restricted status as homes for Indians, and the 
questionnaire does not appear concerned with such purchases. 
8. No acres of land were acquired since July 1, 1947. 
9. There were no transactions to be shown. 
7 There were no acreages acquired. 
As of December 31, 1957, there were 5,873 acres owned in trust 
a United States for the benefit of the Cheyenne- Arapaho Tribes. 
The Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes have not acquired any real property 
in fee simple. 
12. As of December 31, 1957, 136,908.59 acres of individually owned 
Indian land in a trust or restricted status was under the supervision 
of the Cheyenne-Arapaho area field office. 
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13. The only special acts of Congress which have affected the acqui- 
sition or disposal of Indian lands under the supervision of the Chey- 
enne-Arapaho area field office are to wit: 

Act of April 13, 1938 (52 Stat. 213) which conveyed to the tribes 
in trust certain lands in what was known as Seger Reserve. 

Act of January 29, 1942 (56 Stat. 21) which conveyed in trust to 
the Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes certain lands in the Hammon and Can- 
tonment Reserves. 

Public Law No. 715, approved August 10, 1946, which conveyed to 
the tribes an additional 537 acres remaining of the former Seger 
Reserve. 

The above-cited acts conveyed to the tribes the acreage shown as 
held in trust as of December 31, 1957, and is the only tribal-owned 
real property. 

No official study is being made of the cause and effect of land sales 
at this time by the area field office or the Cheyenne-Arapaho govern- 
ing body. The tribal governing body has not passed any resolutions 
as to the study of the cause and effect of the land sales and has not 
informed the area field office of any such resolutions that are being 
considered on the subject. 

14. (a) The Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes have not in the past nor at 
the present owned any undivided interest in individually allotted lands 
or other land. 

(6) There are approximately 50 tracts of individually allotted or 
restricted property in which non-Indians own an interest. This has 
cause difficulty in disposing of the trust or restricted interest in the 
property for the fair-market value as prospective bidders have hesi- 
tated in offering the full value because of anticipated difficulty in 
gaining the control of the unrestricted interest from the non-Indian 
owners, often necessitating legal action to partition the property. Ap- 
proximately 70 tracts have heirs who are Indians alien to this reser- 
vation. In most cases it has been difficult to keep up with their where- 
abouts and obtaining copies of probates where they have died, so as to 
keep our ownership of these tracts current. 

(c) The Indian Reorganization Act is not applicable to the Chey- 
enne-Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma. 


80451—58———17 
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(d7) Inthe past there has been considerable difficulty as to the reach- 
ing of agreement as to the use of individually allotted land by the 
heirs; however, under current regulations permitting approval of the 
leasing of the land on signatures of owners of the majority interest, 
this difficulty has been minimized. ‘There has been and continues to 
be considerable difficulty in getting agreements as to the disposal of 
individually allotted lands in an heirship status. This is particu- 
larly true where an heir owns an interest in land and is a welfare 
client required to dispose of certain property in order to become 
eligible for State assistance. 

(e) The authority of the Secretary to sell heirship lands when 
owners have died intestate and have left minor or incompetent heirs 
has not been invoked in recent years as it has been the policy to 
require the consents to a sale of all the adult competent heirs. ‘The 
tribes have not been encouraged to purchase lands in heirship status 
as they have not had sufficient funds available for that purpose and 
have not indicated any interest in purchasing any lands. 


PART II—CHEYENNE-ARAPAHO 


This portion of the questionnaire does not appear applicable to the 
Cheyenne-Arapaho Reservation in Oklahoma as very little, if any, of 
the individually allotted lands on this reservation are dependent upon 
the use of other tracts of individually owned land for full utiliza- 
tion of the property, and the disposal of an adjacent tract in a ma- 
jority of cases did not adversely affect the future use of the remain- 
ing trust property except in a rare instance of an inside 40-acre tract 
being isolated by the disposal of adjacent 40’s which might present an 
access problem, necessitating legal action to obtain right-of-way 
across fee land. 

PART II—CHEYENNE-ARAPAHO 


1. There is no tribal real-estate employee of the Cheyenne- Arapaho 
Tribes. 

2. There are no employees of the Cheyenne-Arapaho area field 
office whose salaries in part or in full are paid by the Cheyenne- 
Arapaho Tribes. 

The tribes do not have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant. 

The governing body of the Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes has a com- 
mittee with the authority to negotiate and approve farming and graz- 
ing leases on tribal real estate. 

The tribal organization does not have a real-estate committee 
which advises the tribal council about the tr ‘bal real-estate activities. 

6. The Cheyenne-Arapaho governing body did employ a consultant 
to survey and make recommendations as to the use of certain tribal 
lands adjoining Canton Lake, which was built by the United States 
Engineers for cabin sites and other recreational activities. 
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7. The Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes do not have a tribal land enter- 
prise or similar organization. 

8. Neither the Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes nor the Anadarko area 
office has been instructed to turn real-estate operations over to the 
Bureau. Approximately 50 percent of tribal-owned land is leased 
by the governing body to members of the tribes on assignment. The 
other 50 percent was advertised at request of the tribes to the public 
and leased on Bureau-approved leases which required bond. The col- 
lection of and care of land has been considerably more effective on 
those tracts so leased by the Bureau. The tribes have been reluctant 
to enforce payment of rentals and care of land on tracts leased to their 
members on assignments. 

It is hoped that the above information will be of benefit to the 
committee; however, if further information is desired, we will be 
pleased to furnish it if available. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Epwarp Epzarps, 
Area Field Representative. 
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2. KIOWA AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran Arrarrs, 
Anadarko, Okla., June 12, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: With reference to your letter of April 17, 
1958, there is attached a report in duplicate pertaining to dispositions 
and acquisitions of trust and restricted land beginning with the fiscal 
year of 1948 and ending with the fiscal year of 1957. 

If we can be of further service to you please advise. 

Sincerely yours, 
Rosert L. Mrsuew, 
Area Field Representative. 


PART I—KIOWA 
1. See the following: 
Acres in tribal ownership July 1, 1947: 


a a le a ec esnss crn 3, O87 

5 aches else bicaiiclt tebe posses ops enleaaaeacdeed av abun ies 160 
saa cas ee a eer ee 0 

ne a en cok bec tine ee 3, 247 
Acres Gare DF Te SEIS 1D 2eO isn ok ed Lei... 0 


2. See the following: 


Acres of trust or restricted land in individual ownership July 1, 1947: 


eNO a encanto int duaie cm ain al coast Dh alin ta brs ms eine 377, 304 
I Nail eases estan canine a encase ge heaps eee ais whan incnicsim 94, 381 

eu oeduama cba aehumeem Sate 5, 3823 
a a a cc ce ih limi Ran Re elie epel tose MR 477, 008 

Acres of Government-owned land July 1, 1947_----------------------- 5, 488 
I ikl esa a heats esac caw mawmegio noe es 485, 743 


3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee 
title in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certifi- 
cates of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year 
since July 1, 1947? 

Tribal: None. 
Individually owned: See attached chart. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

Tribal: None. 
Individually owned: See attached chart. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

Tribal: None. 
Individually owned: See attached chart. 
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6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 

to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 
Tribal: None. 
Individually owned: See attached chart. 

How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, where consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Tribal: None. 
Individually owned: See attached chart. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947 ? 

Tribal: None. 
Individually owned: 1,295. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

Tribal: None. 
Individually owned: See attached chart. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above broken down by the type of transaction. 





























| | | | 
1947 | 1948 | 1949 | 1950 8 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 
Purchased... o| of] 160} 251} 160} of 24} of 0 0 | 8 
Gift deed ee 0 | 0 0 0 0| 320 0 | 0 | 0 53 0 
Exchanges...........- 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 | 0; 19] 120 0 | 0 
TOM... 0 | 0 160 | 251 | 160 320| 204; 19!) 120 53 | 8 
| | | | 
11. See the following: 

Number of acres in tribal ownership on Dec. 31, 1957 
OE CORI ANGE NG inc antnnvetan dhe pence eines 3, 087 
Pre biti iw denn dinennciaibndaaeaibn nna ae ee 160 
Brrr: Celene: Pee na. hag he ee ee eee eee ee ee 0 
Oia thi hn him ah pw ie ee nd a eee 3, 247 
Number of acres held by the United States in trust___._._.___.__.__-____ 3, 247 
Number of acres acquired by the tribe in fee____._._____.____.__-_____-_. 0 


12. Number of acres of trust or restricted land in individual Indian 
ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 


Kijowa-Oomanche-Apache 20.06.02 i BU ee as _.. 304, 486 
WECREIMEMOEO  sctieennn nn nnstasnecoen minis Chih his epi Sihali tle tb tne elu a 82, 308 
POrk. it. One St cee iad nce eens eae 4, 603 

"ROUG? woe ee I ee 391, 397 


13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

There have been no special acts of Congress with respect to acquisi- 
tion and disposal of Indian lands within the jurisdiction of the Kiows 
area field office. 

From close personal contacts and careful reviews of applications, it 
is known that most persons desiring land sales wish to better their 
living conditions. Budgets for the expenditure of proceeds from 
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land sales are prepared for welfare clients, aged and incompetent per- 
sons and minors. Disbursement of their funds is supervised in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the budgets. Homes have been purchased 
or repaired and improved from the proceeds of land sales. In other 
instances, proceeds from land sales have been used at a very rapid 
rate with persons selling the land deriving little or no lasting benefits 
for themselves and their families. The State department of public 
welfare requires all recipients of assistance through their program to 
apply for the sale of all surplus land holdings in excess of 40 acres 
which may be retained, provided it is used as a homesite. In some 
cases, provisions have been made for the care of aged persons through 
the sale of their land when relatives are unwilling or unable to assume 
any responsibility. 

Tribal councils have not passed any resolutions concerning land 
sales or other land transactions. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition a disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) There are no undivided interests owned by tribes. 

(6) Several undivided land interests held in a trust or restricted 
status with the remaining undivided interests owned by non-Indians 
have been sold through advertised sales. In other cases, undivided 
interests have been advertised with no bids being received. Success 
in selling these interests apparently is governed by whether the bidder 
knows he will be able to negotiate for the purchase of the nontrust 
or nonrestricted interest. In no case has the non-Indian owner sub- 
mitted a bid for the purchase of the interest held in a restricted or 
trust status. This does not present a serious problem as there are not 
a great many non-Indians holding interests in land. 

(c) The six tribes under the jurisdiction of the Kiowa area field 
office are not under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Difficulty has been encountered among heirs as to the use or 
disposal of lands which are in a fractionated status. In most. in- 
stances, it is necessary to advertise for sealed bids in order to keep 
the land under farming and grazing lease. After the land has been 
advertised for lease and an adequate bid received, every effort is made 
to get the consent of as many of the heirs as possible, and the area field 
representative signs in behalf of the remaining heirs. No land is sold 
or partitioned without the consent of all adult owners and the consent 
of the guardians of owners who are minors. 

(e) Consent of all adult owners and the guardians of minors or in- 
competent persons is required before land is sold. Proceeds from the 
sale of land conveyed by minors or persons who are incompetent are 
budgeted and disbursed under carota supervision. 

The tribes have expressed no interest in purchasing trust or re- 
stricted land under the jurisdiction of the Kiowa area field office. 


PART II-——KIOWA 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to determine to 
what extent key tracts have gone into non-Indian ownership, the 
extent to which key tracts have been conveyed to other Indians or to 
the tribe, and the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired by individual Indians or tribes. Since July 1, 
1953, approximate date of the initiation of the present policy of not 
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subordinating the interests of the individual Indian owner of land to 
the interests of the tribe or other individual Indians. 

1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ? 

None. 


2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined by 
Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to ~ key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in In- 
dian ownership. 

Not applicable. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

Not applicable. 

PART III—KIOWA 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to ascertain to what 
extent the tribes have assumed responsibility for real estate activities. 

1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

No tribal real estate employees. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of 
his work. 

No agency real estate employees paid for from tribal funds. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate activi- 
ties? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

No 


6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

None. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

All real estate operations handled by the Bureau. 
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3. OSAGE AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOK, 
Bureau or Inptan AFFAIRS, 
Pawhuska, Okla., June 5, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: In reply to your letter of April 17, 1958, 
we are enclosing the original and one copy of a report we have com- 
piled in response to the questionnaire enclosed with your letter of 
April 17. 

We trust this will be found satisfactory. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. G. Fister, Superintendent. 





OSAGE 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DisposITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
InpIAN LANDs IN THE Last 10 Years, BeGrnninG Juy 1, 1947 


PART 1 
1. See the following: 
Acres 
Tae Sh CE) SW RSTEND SOG 1, DOE T herein eign scinesos 642. 80 
pe Ee a ae None 
Te) POTATO BENG Oa OF PUIG), T0687 rin noises ons onde 2. 80 
Aran of Tae Bomeired By tre Bi -BeO in erg wee snes. soc None 


2. Trust or restricted land in individual ownership July 1, 1947: 
400,173.69 acres. 

3. Number of transactions by which individual owned lands were 
disposed of during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947: 


Number of Number of 
Fiscal year: transactions | Fiscal year—Con. transactions 
Ns i baicie ire eta ak De ea ibidisecnnaee ae 48 Retinal aa eack a ib cae eimtnence 47 
Be iatcenntaielahiestiseddiaccniaetsiienanian caleba 46 BR ital attic ciah ines crainncmesecmciien 53 
Se lesitsincchnaadaibpisain siaiciseskiiaaakaddohand 28 DN ite ahi ken agacn shania 19 
icici Meacham taabdeacaay 31 Rhett ied cincoae 40 
te iatiiiccitenebintaleliscieniiieaniaabaiitonivaiie 40 I asp enti ieslaiciss set essing 40 


4, Number of acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction 
during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947: 


Number of Number of 

Fiscal year : acres Fiscal year—Con. acres 
Ee Ace 9, 187. 14 tinh dit tintaintrninimociinne 11, 796. 73 
BN eatiliditabcnsinmesandtaapiacicaag 15, 519. 00 DR Spb ik Gentian cnc 13, 686. 24 
I stihaiitininlvsisnnimesseceees 9, 263. 00 DE ini cicctintiscntsennninites 4, 815. 99 
Be aicadehiasheepenipmntecentnitinnaciatees 9, 391. 90 SEE iienkent ccmnebe 11, 305. 62 
Se ahitininiaa incite livnensakessinmmstionis 13, 186. 11 ithe ditties nent 8, 430. 05 
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5. Transactions as to type for each fiscal year since July 1, 1947: 





Osage 
Fiscal | Number Type Fiscal Number Type 
year year 
1948_..... 26 | Supervised sales. 1963....c... 11 | Probates. 
14 | Certificates of competency. 7 | Certificates of competency. 
8 | Partitions. 5 | Removal of restrictions. 
290. cic. 22 | Supervised sales. 4 | Exchange deeds. 
14 | Certificates of competency. WOR os Sc 22 | Supervised sales. 
10 | Partitions. 14 | Certificates of competency. 
1950...... 16 | Supervised sales. 4 | Guardianship sales. 
6 | Certificates of competency. 4 | Partitions. 
5 | Partitions. 5 | Probates. 
1 | Probate. 2 | Removal of restrictions. 
ee 14 | Supervised sales. | 2 | Exchange deeds. 
2 | Certificates of competency. 1968.4... 12 | Supervised sales. 
1 | Guardianship sale. 3 | Certificates of competency. 
4) Partitions. 2 | Partitions. 
2 | Probates. 2 | Probates. 
2 | Removal of restrictions. 1006...en0- 21 | Supervised sales. 
2 Gift deeds. 4 | Certificates of competency. 
2 | Exchange deeds. 10 | Partitions. 
2 | Condemnations. 3 | Probates. 
ae ade 19 | Supervised sales. 2 | Removal of restrictions. 
10 | Certificates of competency. ae 15 | Supervised sales. 
4 Partitions. 12 | Certificates of competency. 
6 | Probates. 2 | Probates. 
1 | Removal of restrictions. 4 | Partitions. 
Pe inisinsnet 13 | Supervised sales. 1 | Removal of restrictions, 
7 | Partitions. 6 | Condemnations. 


6. Transactions as to type and number of acres disposed of for each 
fiscal year since July 1, 1947: 














Osage 
Fiscal Acres Type Fiscal Acres Type 
year year 
1948. ..... 2, 673. 50 | Supervised sales. 1063...... 6, 193.30 | Probates. 
3, 668. 64 | Certificates of competency. 505.00 | Removal of restrictions. 
2,845.00 | Partitions. 144.00 | Exchange deeds. 
a 3, 320.00 | Supervised sales. ee 2, 600. 23 | Supervised sales. 
10, 959.00 | Certificates of competency. 4, 334.03 | Certificates of competency. 
1, 240. 00 Partitions. 2, 858.00 | Partitions. 
ee 3, 646.00 | Supervised sales. 2, 270.98 | Prohates. 
1, 505.00 | Certificates of competency. 480.00 | Guardianship sales. 
3, 933.00 | Partitions. 947.00 | Exchange deeds. 
179.00 | Probates. 196.00 | Removal of restrictions. 
Wel kecas 2, 669.15 | Supervised sales. || 1955...... 1, 523.67 | Supervised sales. 
4, 557.00 | Certificates of competency. 855. 82 | Certificates of competency. 
80.00 | Guardianship sale. 1, 453. 67 | Partitions. 
160.00 | Partitions. 982.83 | Probates. 
241.17 | Probates. | 1956....-. 3,081.45 | Supervised sales. 
160.00 | Removal of restrictions. 3, 786.72 | Certificates of competency. 
320.00 | Gift deeds. 2,948.45 | Partitions. 
688.00 | Exchange deeds. 1, 069.00 | Probates. 
516. 58 | Condemnations. || 180.00 | Removal of restrictions. 
1952... ... 2, 294.42 | Supervised sales. 240.00 | This 240 was found to be 
4, 418.90 | Certificates of competency. | unrestricted. 
360.00 | Partitions. 1} 1057...2.- 2,017.21 | Supervised sales. 
5, 952.79 | Probates. 2, 922.20 | Certificates of competency. 
160.00 | Removal of restrictions. | 1,180.27 | Probates. 
1953_.....| 1,483.00 | Supervised sales. 1, 586.93 | Partitions. 
1,915.76 | Certificates of competency. | 160.00 | Removal of restrictions, 
1, 555.67 | Partitions. 563.44 | Condemnations. 





There were 2,394.01 acres acquired by purchase, partitions and gift 
deeds during the period July 1, 1947, through June 30, 1957, and placed 
under Bureau jurisdiction. This land having been removed from 
Bureau jurisdiction prior to July 1, 1947. 
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Number of transactions by which individual Indian lands were 
eounined each fiscal year since July 1, 1947, not previously under 
Indian ownership : 


Number of Number of 
Fiscal year: transactions | Fiscal year—Con. transactions 
at None. SI ieiscte vec ct acc coven saesotiansin ccsaalascansel _ 
lt als ee cae manebsiseaneees None. lie scan tigtaits ieee aoiekcicdaixacincaats None. 
p  RR. ' 2  S None. bo ee a None 
tian Si Reet abla Bali ot ce tarserintichas None IG a cctasn acne: lo Mi tiicnneas None 
Wieebeti eds b... A; ROGT cele ee sage ei. 1 


8. Number of acres acquired during each calendar year since July 
1, 1947, not previously under Indian ownership: 


Number Number 
Calendar year : of acres | Calendar year—Con. of acres 
1948 through 1951_-._______ None. 1954 through 1956__..______ None. 
 seciseanieniidieeti lsd Abaatccasnsnchen 40. IPE cece cicuteicbttatl bes mnaies cee 20. 
3950... Selhsos 120 
9. Transactions shown in No.7 as to type: 
Calendar year: Type Calendar year—Con. Type 
LUD telswbedinsend Purchased. FOBT iat wnicenndbids Exchange of deeds. 
N0UB 2 Do. 





10. Transactions as to type and number of acres as shown in No. 8: 


l l 
Acres Type | Celendar | Acres Type 














Calendar 

year year 

ican 40 | Purchased. 1953. ..... 40 | Purchased. 
1953...... 80 


Do. | 20 | Exchange of deeds. 


11. See the following: 


Acres 
EE DAE: BOE BIRO. BE. BOO linens one enc mmnmimmmnnmaninwile 642. 80 
hoses eee ey Lee Lesees 0eee8 in eet... es None 
Tribal. restricted land as of Dec. 31, 1957....-.....~_..........-..- acca Spachn es 
DATOS Glee ere a rae. no ee on siltindn tenes None 


12. There were 292,624.31 acres of restricted land owned by indi- 
vidual Indians as of December 31, 1957. 

13. The act of February 5, 1948 (Public Law 408, 80th Cong., 
ch. 46, 2d sess.) required the issuance of a certificate of competency to 
members of the Osage Tribe of less than one-half of Indian blood. 

It is believed that questions Nos. 11 through 14 and part 11 of the 
questionnaire can best be mee in narrative form because of the 
special laws applicable to the Osage Indians exclusively. 

Under the act of June 21, 1906 (34 Stat. 325) provisions were made 
for closing the rolls of the Osage Tribe, dividing the lands in severalty 
among the member on the closed roll (2,229) “and for the retention 
of the oil, gas, and other minerals for the benefit of the members 
on the final roll. These 2,229 members each received 1 share in the 
minerals or one two thousand two hundred and twenty-ninth, which 
has come to be known as a headright share. 

Certain reservations were made before division of the lands for 
cemetery, school, townsites, etc. The Osage Tribe reserved three 
160-acre tracts for Osage dwelling purposes, known as the Grayhorse, 
Hominy, and Pawhusak Indian V illages, and the Osage Agency re- 
serve, all totaling 642.80 acres. No part of these reserves has since 


been disposed of. 
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The 1906, and subsequent acts authorized the issuance of certificates 
of competency and removal of restrictions against Osage Indians. 
The act of February 5, 1948 (62 Stat. 18) made mandatory the issuance 
of certificates of competency to each member of the Osage Tribe of less 
than one-half Indian blood theretofore or thereafter attaining the age 
of 21 years. The effect of the issuance of a certificate of competency is 
the removal of all restrictions against all money, property, and funds 
of the individuals theretofore or thereafter accruing to the credits of 
such individuals. 

The Osage Reservation contains 1,465,350.51 acres of land. As of 
May 29, 1958, a total of 1,174,058.45 acres had been alienated leaving 
a total of 291,292.06 in a restricted status owned by individuals. 

Individual restricted Osage lands are alienated through the follow- 
ing methods: 

1. Approved applications for certificates of competency. 
2. Mandatory certificates of competency. 
3. Approved applications for removal of restrictions. 
4. Probate and inheritance. 
5. Petitions for partitions. 
6. Sales under supervision. 

The large part of the 1,174,058.45 acres alienated has been through 
the process of issuance of certificates of competency. The next largest 
percent alienated has been through probate inheritance and parti- 
tions. Supervised sales and removal of restrictions have accounted 
for but a small part of the total acres alienated. 

A large percent of the restricted lands of deceased Osage Indians 
have been inherited by or devised to Osage Indians of less than one- 
half degree Indian blood, Indians of other tribes, and non-Indians, 
all of whom take the lands or interests therein unrestricted. These 
persons, who acquire undivided unrestricted interests in lands which 
Osage Indians acquire undivided restricted interests, usually petition 
for partition of the lands immediately after the closing of estates. 
Lands of deceased Osage Indians may be partitioned or sold, unless 
the heirs agree to partition, upon proper order of any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction in accordance with the laws of Oklahoma, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. In many partition cases 
the lands involved are not susceptible to feasible divisions of the lands 
among all of the heirs, with the result that many of the heirs elect to 
take cash in lieu of small pieces of land. Such lands are then sold at 
public auction at sheriff’s sales pursuant to State laws. 

Because of this procedure, the remaining heirship lands in a re- 
stricted status are not as a rule in what may be termed complicated 
heirship status. The heirs are less numerous. The Osage Indians 
received their lands by restricted deeds. Therefore, fee patents or 
trust patents are not involved in transactions relating to Osage lands. 
In any sales under supervision, all of the heirs or owners need to sign 
the deeds of conveyance before it can be approved. 

All of the restricted lands of the Osage Indians are subject to 
ad valorem taxes, with the exception of original or exchanged home- 
steads. 

Sales under supervision seldom, if ever, involve minor Osage In- 
dians. The appointments of guardians in the State courts and other 
related costs would not be justified in most instances, particularly in 





250 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


view of the partition procedures available and the requirement for 
deposit of funds derived from the sales of lands in partition. In cases 
involving heirship lands in which there are undivided restricted and 
unrestricted interests, and the owners of the unrestricted interests have 
access to partition proceedings in the State courts, the interests of 
minors are sethached ii several ways. These proceedings also keep the 
heirship complications at a minimum, which, of course, results in less 
om in management as to leasing, etc., and fewer controversies among 
eirs. 

The proceeds from all sales of restricted lands in partition pro- 
ceedings are required by law to be deposited as trust funds in the 
United States Treasury to the credit of the respective owners. These 
funds draw 5 percent interest. A large portion of the restricted 
Osage lands do not yield annual returns equivalent to 5 percent of 
the value of the lands. In the case of brush or timbered (Black Jack) 
lands in particular, the net returns after taxes are more nearly in 
the neighborhood of 2 percent and 3 percent of the values of the 
lands. Any improvements on the noneconomic units are generally 
disadvantageous economically to the owners who also pay insurance 
premiums on such improvements. Therefore, particularly in the case 
of minors who may not draw out their trust funds during their 
minority, the sale of small undivided interests are generally in their 
best interests. To be considered in conjunction with the foregoing 
is the fact that parents may under law receive all of the rentals, less 
ad valorem taxes, from their minor children’s lands regardless of the 
need for such income. Whenever the undivided interests of minors 
are sufficiently large in any partition case to warrant selection of a 
reasonable tract of land, the election provides for the taking of land 
instead of cash. 

The Osage Tribe pays for costs of operation of the Osage Agency 
and in addition is assessed annually the sum of $19,000 for costs above 
the administrative level of the agency. 

The branch of realty of the Osage Agency consists of the following 
personnel : 

Chief of branch. 
Clerk-stenographer. 
Tax section : 

One tax accountant. 

One tax accounting clerk. 
Leasing and appraisals: 

Two appraisers. 

One insurance clerk. 

One lease clerk. 

Enclosed is a copy of the functional statement of the branch of 
realty. It is believed this functional statement will be found unique 
in comparison to the realty operations in general throughout the 
Bureau. 

A copy of a resolution adopted by the Osage Tribal Council on 
May 28, 1958, with respect to acquiring individual restricted lands 
is also enclosed. This resolution, together with the foregoing narra- 
tive-explains in part the lack of interest on the part of the tribe in 
a land-acquisition or consolidation program: The only source of 
income to the Osage Tribe is that derived from oil, gas, and other 
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minerals. This income belongs to the headright owners, and such 
owners are as follows (December 31, 1957) : 


Number Shares 


Owners of represented 
persons 
1. Osages who do not have certificates of competency, and minors_-.-.........--.-.- 631 645. 20984 
2. Osages who have received certificates of competency--..................--------- 1, 287 | 1, 153. 18156 
ELE LLL LI ILL DED ELT 222 116. 74411 
Oy Fe nc6-c> cocg Sass dudendanbenes sindinumbbedieshtteialiadehiinil aetiugall 459 231. 78046 
Fy PRM OGINTE NO NUN iss an sk ie adden cpecccksetnctbbaudubadgdddébsdbadthaddadseneabadiadban 82. 08403 
ne Ts PRs std bhk50 < dhl dainty ed Sidanentirecetnnandietneeer nau 2, 229 


From this table it will be noted that the income from only 645 
headright shares is subject to supervision in part. It is mandatory 
that up to $1,000 from each quarterly payment be paid to the owners. 
Many have only fractions of a headright which do not yield $1,000; 
therefore, it may be said that there are no restrictions attached to the 
income of many of the 631 persons who have not received certificates 
of competency. There were 2,229 individuals included on the rolls 
which were closed by the 1906 act. No one has been admitted to en- 
rollment since that time. The total census of persons of Osage Indian 
blood is now about 6,500. About 4,500 derive no income from Osage 
sources. Most of these and the certificated Osages reside elsewhere 
in 38 different States. It would seem rather difficult, therefore, to 
develop any interest on the part of 75 percent of the shareholders, 
who receive all of their funds free from any restrictions, and who pay 
approximately 75 percent of the costs of operation but receive services 
equivalent to 50 percent of the costs, or obtain agreement from them 
for the use of their income for the purchase of land which the ma- 
jority of their children would never expect to enjoy. 


R. G. Fister, Superintendent. 


RESOLUTION No. 19-476 or THE OSAGE TRIBAL COUNCIL 


Whereas: 

1. The Osage Tribal Council has studied departmental news release of May 
15, 1958, and a statement by Commissioner Glenn L. Emmons on policy govern- 
ing sales of individually owned Indian lands, as well as Area Director Pitner’s 
memorandum of May 19, 1958, on the same subject ; and 

2. The Osage Tribe owns no tribal lands, other than three townsites and the 
Osage Agency reserve; and 

3. No tribal land acquisition or adjustment program has ever been under- 
taken by the Osage Tribe and none is contemplated as far as known to the 
council; and 

4. The Osage Tribe as such has no tribal or other funds available for the 
purchase of land; and 

5. The use of any income from minerals for a land-purchase or acquisition 
program would, in the opinion of the tribal council, require the consent of the 
shareholders; and 

6. The council is not aware of any interest in the use of income from minerals 
for land buying, or in borrowing money for such purpose at this time; and 

7. The larger percentage of Osage individual restricted lands is alienated 
through process of special laws applicable to the Osage Tribe, such as the 
mandatory certificate of competency law, probates, and partitions in the State 
courts. 

Be it therefore, resolved that: 

1. The Osage Tribal Council had no immediate interest in acquiring any 
individual restricted lands which may be offered for sale under supervision of 

80451—58 18 
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the Bureau of Indian Affairs, nor any future interest, unless at some future 
time the Osage Tribe shall authorize a land-acquisition program, or express its 
interest in the establishment of such a program. 

2. The council is in agreement with the policy expressed that requests of 
single Indian owners to sell restricted lands be carefully examined and justified 
in the light of the long-range interest of the owner without, however, violating 
the property rights and interests of the individual owner. 


CERTIFICATION 


I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was duly considered by the 
Osage Tribal Council at a duly called meeting at Pawhuska, Okla., at which 
a quorum was present, and that same was approved by a vote of 5 in favor, 
and none opposed, this 29th day of May 1958. 

PAUL Pertti, Principal Chief. 





FUNCTIONAL STATEMENT, BRANCH OF REALTY—OSAGE 


Performs services for Osage Indians of one-half or more Indian blood who do 
not have certificates of competency similar to those ordinarily rendered by trust 
companies in handling of privately owned real estate. Responsible for the pro- 
gram of leasing of restricted Indian lands for agriculture, grazing, and business 
purposes, including appraisals for rentals, collections of fees and rentals, proper 
distribution thereof, compliance with provisions of leases. Also responsible for 
the program of insurance for fire, wiidstorm, and extended coverage of all 
buildings located on restricted properties, appraisals thereof, payment of pre- 
miums and adjustments in the event of loss. Tax services include responsibility 
for the preparation and filing of declarations of estimated Federal income taxes, 
and the preparation and filing of both Federal and State income tax returns for 
restricted Osage Indians, including the filing of Oklahoma State homestead ex- 
emptions, and the payment of taxes due under Federal and State returns. Tax 
services also include responsibility for the ad valorem tax program under which 
all restricted lands are taxable, except homesteads, for the proper tax evalua- 
tions, and for the payment of such taxes from restricted funds accumulated for 
that purpose each year. Also responsible for the complex and varied appraisal 
program of the Osage Agency which includes approximately 25 categories of 
appraisals in connection with the leasing of restricted lands for agriculture, 
grazing, business, oil, gas, and other purposes, and in partitions, exchanges, 
sales, purchases and other adjustments of such restricted lands, including rights- 
of-way for various purposes. Also responsible for the review and processing 
of land sales and exchanges for restricted Osage Indians. Investigates requests 
for purchase of real estate and makes recommendation to the agency superin- 
tendent. Counsels with restricted Osage Indians on matters pertaining to their 
real estate holdings. Statistics for the branch of realty for the fiscal year 1957 
are as follows: 


Total restricted acreage on which rental was collected__________ 234, 925. 47 
Total number of farming, grazing, and business leases in force__ 1,185 
Total rental collected on leases____._....-__.__-+-_--.--.----- $314, 182. 80 
Total trespass rental collected__...____.__________ AA Zsa AT $8, 017. 52 
New leases filed during fiscal year___._.___________--_-______-_- ‘& 432 
Filing fees collected for the Osage Tribe__________--_____-______-_ $2, 276. 00 


Total estimate acreage to be appraised during the fiscal year 1958 
in connection with land sales, exchanges, partitions, estates, 
purchases, rights-of-way, camp sites, tax evaluations, removal 


of restrictions, and damages in connection with oil operations__ 50, 000 
Rights-of-way processed and approved___---_-_________--___-_- 33 
Total number of insurance policies in force for various indi- 

Weawii@iert au20adi Sooges ld 2) eds) su aes wb dou el Ly 977 
Total amount of risk covered by policies______.____.-_______-__ $6, 420, 623. 98 
Total amount of premiums paid on renewals and endorsements__ $86, 048. 90 
Total number of insurance losses during fiscal year__________-__ 189 
Total amount collected from losses____.__.__----------------~- $26, 093. 79 
Total number of IBR’s prepared and processed for payment of 

premiums on the installment plan____-__-_-__--_--_-__-__-_-----~- 38 


Total real estate taxes paid for 554 individuals___._____.___-__ $91, 685. 61 
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Total real estate taxes paid during fiscal year for 21 non-Osage 
Indians, whites, restricted Osage Indians who have no income 
through office, and Osage Indians who have certificates of com- 


patency (fractional Owners) ...-:-- eee $666. 58 
Income tax information sheets prepared for individual restricted 

Guage: Imdisneisj ut Lk. <td wee 839 
Real estate tax obligations prepared for posting against indi- 

WiGGA) I DOIRR BOCORNER, ainsi scm nmaiesddmemeaaiaa aa 544 
Income tax obligations prepared for posting against individual 

Tien 'GQCOUNUB ais 2 sk i ee ee 538 
Information returns mailed to individuals showing the taxable 

RIMOGME OF, SOMES TONY OO cccs cpsgsey Sin is snes 259 
Individual Federal income tax returns filed___._._.___________-_ 457 
Total income tax paid on individual Federal income tax returns. $811, 335.78 
Total number of declaration of estimated income tax filed for 

individwal: :Im@iane.. sci tk a a eae os 450 
Total Oklahoma State individual income tax returns filed__._.___ 425 
Total income tax paid on Oklahoma State individual income 

tek ‘SetuPne lL) 28h) on Si oo ee $78, 130. 57 
Total Kansas State individual income tax returns filed___..____ 9 
Total amount of income tax paid on Kansas State individual in- 

COG: SOF TOMITIB 6s ip enn Sint cb caddis paints $413. 99 
Total number of forms prepared for Director of Internal Reve- 

nue showing net taxable income paid to individual Indians____ 2, 726 
Total number of forms prepared for Oklahoma Tax Commission 

showing net taxable income paid to individual Indians__._-___ 2, 721 
Oklahoma State homestead exenrptions filed______----_____---_- 119 
Total amount of personal tax paid during fiscal year___.____--_ $240. 32 


Total number of Indians for whom personal taxes were paid__-_ 
Total acreage lost through sale, partition, and probate proceed- 
ings, certificates of competency, removal of restrictions and 
COMTI visi Seeing asic AON eee 8, 430. 05 
Total town properties lost through sale, partition, probate proceed- 


ings, certificates of competency, and removal of restrictions___ 9 
Total acreage purchased ..2¢ 14 4. Gio epee asiestusebmncucasence 283. 33 
Total town properties purchRleia... oii cn ene 3 


APPRAISAL-LEASE SECTION 


Responsible to the chief, branch of realty, for carrying out the appraisal and 
leasing programs of the Osage Agency. Evaluates tracts of improved and unim- 
proved lands and urban properties for the purpose of rental, sale, acquisitions, 
partition, exchanges, rights-of-way, damages, insurance, insurance losses, oil- 
drilling and oil-tank sites, tax evaluations, removal of restrictions and also 
determines royalties and damages in connection with sand, gravel, stone, and 
other mineral leases except oil and gas. Also responsible for the program of 
insurance for fire, windstorm, and extended coverage of all buildings located 
on restricted properties, appraisals thereof, payment of premiums and adjust- 
ments in the event of loss. Reviews all surface leases for conformity to the 
leasing regulations covering restricted Osage Indian lands. The collection of 
rentals, proper accountability and distribution thereof, and compliance with 
terms of leases are necessary factors and require continuous attention. Appli- 
cations for all types of rights-of-way are processed by this section. For the 1957 
fiscal year statistics of the appraisal-lease section see functional statement of 
branch of realty. 


TAX SECTION 


Responsible to the chief, branch of realty, for carrying out the tax service 
program of the Osage Agency which includes the preparation and filing of 
declarations of estimated Federal income taxes, and the preparation and filing 
of both Federal and State income-tax returns for restricted Osage Indians and 
payment of taxes due on these income-tax returns. Tax services also include 
the responsibility of seeing that the tax evaluations are proper, and that funds 
are accumulated each year for the payment of ad valorem taxes on all taxable 
restricted real estate owned by restricted Osage Indians. Homestead exemptions 
are filed for all restricted Osage Indians who live on their own land and the land 
is not otherwise tax exempt by some act of Congress. For 1957 fiscal year 
statistics of the tax section see functional statement of branch of realty. 








4. PAWNEE AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpian Arrairs, 
Pawnee, Okla., June 5, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Murray: Enclosed are our replies to the questionnaire, 
together with a completed tabular form, in duplicate, as requested in 
your form letter of April 17, 1958. 

We appreciate your concern for the Indian people and hope that you 
will continue your interest in their rights and welfare, ey if we can 
be of any further assistance, please advise. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun L. JoHNsoN, 
Area Field Representative. 


PAWNEE 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


An extra column has been provided on the questionnaire table for 
fiscal year 1958 and the aaa of transactions completed and ap- 
proved has been inserted together with the total acreage for each type 
of transaction and an estimate of 16 Jand-sale transactions involving 
1,251.24 acres will be completed within the fiscal year 1958 under 
“Disposals to fee status.” And, an estimate of 4 exchanges from 
individual trust or restricted land, involving 320 acres will be com- 
pleted within the fiscal year 1958 under acquisitions from trust or 
restricted status. An estimate of a purchase of fee land involving 40 
acres will be completed within the fiscal year 1958 under “Acquisitions 
from fee status.” 

In reporting realty transactions we used the Annual Reports for 
Minerals for fiscal years 1948 through 1957 which indicates the total 
acreage under mineral lease and unleased acreage and also the various 
types of land transactions recorded in land-sale record book for years 
1956-57, and the tract books for the five tribes under this jurisdiction, 
namely: Kaw, Otoe, Ponca, Pawnee, and the Tonkawa Indians, and 
are furnishing as complete information as is available. 

As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. There were 2,355.11 acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947, 
held in trust. There were none acquired in fee. 
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2. There were 45,341,955 acres of trust or restricted land held in 
individual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947. 

Items 3 through 10, inclusive, are shown on the questionnaire table. 

11. There were 2,515.61 acres in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957. The difference of 160.50 acres resulted from the Solicitor’s 
opinion on June 26, 1956, holding the 160 (160.50)-acre tract to be 

er, of the Tonkawa Tribe of Indians rather than property of the 
ederal Government. M-36353 10-9365. This total acreage is held 
by the United States in trust. There were none acquired in fee. 

12. There were 96,463.45 acres of trust or restricted land in individ- 
ual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

13. Fee patents and order removing restrictions have been issued 
in accordance with the act of Congress May 8, 1906 (34 Stat. 182; 25 
U.S. C. 349), and act of Congress May 14, 1948 (62 Stat. 236; 25 
U.S.C. 483). Participation of lands under act of Congress June 25, 
1910 (36 Stat. 855-856), and act of Congress May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 
123, 127; 25 U. S. C. 378). Applications for fee patents and order 
removing restrictions under act of Congress June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 
984), and act of Congress June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1967). Sale of land 
under act of Congress June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 855). 

As the Congress did not enact legislation to extend further the 
period of restrictions on the Kaw homestead allotments it expired 
on December 31, 1947. Most of the Kaw surplus lands became un- 
restricted in 1913 by expiration of restrictions except the lands allotted 
to minor members who had not reached the age of majority and that 
restrictions on only a few of the allotments were extended by the act 
of March 4, 1923, and expired on March 4, 1948. There are only 7 
allotments comprising approximately 859 acres acquired by members 
of the Kaw Tribe by deeds containing restrictions against alienation 
carried at this office as restricted land and since the title question to 
these tracts is pending in the Solicitor’s Office in Washington, we do 
not know whether we are expected to exercise any jurisdiction and 
supervision over the lands, 

About 50 percent of the Indians who sold lands under supervised 
sale have benefited by improving their homes and economic welfare 
while about that many have squandered their money on automobiles, 
purchased homes without supervision, mortgaged and disposed of 
them, and have nothing to show for the amount they have received 
from the sales. The Ponca Tribal Council has gone on record of not 
being in favor of a wholesale sale of lands for the reason most of the 
sales cover individual lands of the Ponca Tribe of Indians and nearly 
all of them have been bringing good prices at the sales. In November 
1956, prior to the December meeting in Dallas, Tex., with the Com- 
missioner, the reducing of land sales was one of the problems the 
representatives of the tribal council were to discuss with the Commis- 
sioner. No resolutions have gone on record and approved. 

14. (a) Multiple ownership has affected the acquisition and dis- 
posal of Indian lands with particular reference to undivided interest 
owned by the tribe, particularly those owning small undivided inter- 
ests and have moved away from the reservation and do not intend 
to return and especially those who have obtained employment else- 
where and are independent. They have no particular reason other 
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than they just want to keep their small inherited interests. Several 
of our lands are in complicated heirship status and we are trying to 
get the Indians to dispose of these, if possible, and we have en- 
countered some difficulty. In several instances where several of the 
adult heirs applied for sale and the balance gave their consent and 
there were incompetents involved, authority had to be obtained from 
the central office to advertise and approve the sale (congressional act 
of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 855), as amended, 26 U.S. C. 372). The 
said congressional act gives the Secretary of the Interior authority to 
dispose of trust lands in heirship status without the consent of all of 
the owners. 

(6) We have had some difficulty affecting the acquisition and dis- 
posal of Indian lands where an undivided interest was owned by non- 
Indians. Particularly one tract, a Pawnee allotment, wherein an 
undivided one-fifteenth interest is owned by a non-Indian, who is now 
deceased, and now owned by the decedent’s heirs and their heirs and 
cannot be located due to diverse addresses and when advertised for 
sale covering an undivided fourteen-fifteenths interest, it does not at- 
tract bidders after they have communicated with this office and find 
who the owners are of the undivided one-fifteenth interest. 
We have not been able to sell or partition on account of the diverse 
addresses of the owners of both of the interests. We sold a tract of 
land in Kay County belonging to a deceased Tonkawa Indian wherein 
a non-Indian owned an undivided one-ninth interest and the purchaser 
has not yet been able to purchase this remaining one-ninth interest. 
The purchaser owns an undivided eight-ninths interest and the non- 
Indian owns an undivided one-ninth interest. In some instances, the 
non-Indians owning undivided interests have disposed of their inter- 
ests to other non-Indians. 

(c) Not applicable. The five tribes under this jurisdiction are not 
subject to the benefits of the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 
1934 (48 Stat. 984; 25 U.S. C. 461-479). 

(d) We have encountered some difficulty of reaching agreement 
among all heirs as to use or disposal of lands on complicated heirship 
cases. To lease for farming and grazing purposes, it is sometimes 
necessary to advertise for 30 days to the highest bidder by sealed bids 
and after obtaining at least 50 percent of the signatures of the adult 
heirs to a lease, the officer in charge executes the lease on behalf of the 
balance of the heirs under his authority. If the heirs will not agree 
to partition or disposition of land by advertised sale, the case is 
dropped until some agreement is reached. 

(e) If there are other heirs involved in heirship lands when the 
owners have died intestate and have left minor or incompetent heirs 
and the adult competent heirs desire to dispose of the land through 
supervised sale, and submit their application, it is advertised for sale 
and when sold, the sale is approved pursuant to authority delegated 
by Secretarial Order No. 2508 of January 11, 1949 (14 F. R. 258-260), 
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and Order No. 551 of the Commissioner, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
dated March 29, 1951 (16 F. R. 2939), and fee patent is issued by the 
Bureau of Land Management to the purchaser. However, we do 
have some heirship lands where the owners died intestate and left 
minor heirs and they are being held in trust or restricted status. 
After the minors have reached majority, they make use of the land by 
leasing or apply for sale and use the proceeds for living expenses and 
to improve their homes. None of the tribes are financially able to 
purchase such lands, either as a tribe or individual. 


PART 





Not applicable as we have no key tracts under this jurisdiction. 
PART I1I—PAWNEB 


The tribes have not assumed responsibility for real estate activities. 

1 through 8. We have no tribal real estate employee; the tribe does 
not have a regularly employed real estate advisor or consultant to ad- 
vise the council with regard to tribal real estate activities; the tribal 
organization does not have a real estate committee with authority to 
approve tribal real estate activities; the tribal organization does not 
have a real estate committee which advises the tribal council with re- 
gard to tribal real estate activities; they have not employed private 
consultants to study particular phases of its real estate activities; they 
have no tribal land enterprise or similar organization. 
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5. POTAWATOMI AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpiAN AFFAIRS, 
Horton, Kans., June 2, 1958. 
Hon. JAmMEs KE. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, DC. 

My Dear Senator Murray: This has reference to your letter of 
April 17, 1958, requesting information regarding trust land transac- 
tions for a 10-year period from July 1, 1947, to June 30, 1957. 

The Potawatomi jurisdiction is comprised of four small reserva- 
tions. These are the Potawatomi Reservation in Jackson County, 
Kans.; the en Reservation in Brown County, Kans.; and the 
Iowa and the Sac and Fox Reservations in Brown County, Kans., and 
Richardson County, Nebr. In accordance with your request there are 
forwarded in duplicate, separate reports covering each reservation. 

The statistical data is considered to be accurate as reflected by a 
detailed examination of the land records on file in this office. 

Sincerely yours, 
Burorp Morrison, 
Area Field Representative. 


A. KICKAPOO TRIBE (KANSAS) 


()UESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsPosITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee ? 

(a) Nine hundred and eighty acres. 
(6) Nine hundred and eighty acres. 
(c) None. 

How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in 

individual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947? 
There were 5,099.88 acres. 

How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
ls anda were disposed of (inc luding the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of ps atents in fee, certificates 


of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 


Sete} 5et 4 ssne Se ae aoe FFT nin cenls «<cicam og bnemeeh— lade 1 
POO ot hw a hy i al eect a TRE fase: eps acne csp teh nba eg tomes 1 
UN i oc gee eo Pe et ON LL ea atti ae er Bute S288 © oe ae te sls et 2 
1951 ee i bold bk Rel Ss ated 3 | 1956 —__ wi he et Ae elfen es ch cpanel 2 
1952 ‘ <n TU le eos OIG oBuot! tule eos eae 6 
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4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 


I iain de mcr ti i sdacnteistoimene I, se Nepean cae eines 40 
I ihe scepter sO ieee dadelie ngage ioay EEE onthe neiamennnincnmnnessesass 80 
SE di ssicincsohnsigcip wineries avo siemttiguiiony Nk si uses t ilridcc es vs 120 
DOE, ctcnnnadnewtintiate ohh SL Pf 8s a 120 
FOE sects andes enchtnidiiniemineciemnis Bd TE la tainicoinin is iiss Sinn tabi som bo irainlanage 340 


5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3, above, broken down by the type of 
transaction. 


| 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 1955 | 1956 | 1957 


INE, chien nncanicunsbadog ais | 1 2 0 0 | 0 
Removal of restrictions..............-.- | 0 0 0 3 0 
Sales to fee status.................-...- | 0 0 0 0 





6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 





| 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 
pe eines a rt Pt 


1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 
| 





Patontetnsted 26200005 40} 40 0} oO 0 0 0} 40 0 0 
Removal of restrictions.............---- 0 0 0 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Sales to fee status. ........-- aapesiu ale 0 0 0 0 0 40 80 80} 120 340 

















7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7, above, broken down by the type of 
transaction. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? 
How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ¢ 

(a) Nine hundred and eighty acres. 

(6) Nine hundred and eighty acres. 

(c) None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ¢ 

There were 4,219.88 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termina- 
tion acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 
What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the 
tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? 
Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 


es ee 
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(a) There have been no special acts of Congress involving mem- 
bers of the Kickapoo Tribe with respect to acquisition or disposal of 
trust or restricted land. 

(6) No specific study as such has been conducted of the cause and 
effect on sales; however, the situation is constantly under appraisal by 
agency officials; and definite conclusions have been noted as to cause 
and effect. 

(c) The tribal council has not passed or considered any resolu- 
tion on the land disposition subject. 

(zd) The tribal council has not taken a stand against the sales of 
individually owned trust or restricted land. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

14. (a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

No undivided interests owned by the tribe. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians. 

The unrestricted nature of undivided interests in land owned by 
non-Indians and aliens seriously affects the land-disposition program 
because prospective purchasers do not care to purchase undivided 
interests through Bureau supervised sales without some assurance 
that they can acquire the unrestricted interests which the Bureau can- 
not guarantee. Prospective purchasers are fearful that a lawsuit may 
arise if undivided interests are purchased and they become joint 
owners of a tract of land in unrestricted status with others. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Ownership by minors of undivided interests on the Kickapoo Reser- 
vation has created no problems as to dispositions of land because of 
the Secretary’s authority to sell such land in justifiable cases. Neither 
are any problems created as to acquisition of land because the tribe 
does not have a land-acquisition program. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or 
disposal of lands. 

The highly fractionated status of land on the Kickapoo Reserva- 
tion precludes full opportunity for proper usage and management 
because of the diversity of opinion of the owners on proper usage and 
management. In cases of disposals, it is extremely difficult for all 
of the owners of fractionated interests to agree upon a sale or other 
division even though the land involved contributes only in an infini- 
tesimal measure to their economic status. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left minor 
or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been encouraged 
or permitted to buy such lands? 

(1) Limited use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands involving minors and incompetents. 

(2) The tribe has no land-acquisition program at the present time 
and only a limited amount of funds, but there has been shown a desire 
to acquire more land for tribal use. The tribe has been advised to 
study thoroughly the matter of acquiring more land and to try to 
develop a more workable land-use program than is now in effect; after 
which more consideration could be given to the acquisition of addi- 
tional land, providing sufficient funds were available. 
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PART II-—-KICKAPOO (KANSAS) 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian ow ners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ¢ 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts ¢ 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners ? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians ? 

moe 

. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
the at such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

Not applicable 

}. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

Not applicable. 

PART III—KICKAPOO (KANSAS) 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

No tribal real-estate employees. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose sal- 
ary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such employee, 
the amount of such salary paid by the ‘tribe, and the nature of his 
work. 

No agency real-estate employees paid for from tribal funds. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

5, Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities / 
Explain fully. 

No. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

No need indicated by tribe for employment of real-estate con- 
sultants, 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 





| 
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The tribe acquired approximately 960 acres of land under the Indian 
Reorganization Act during the early 1940’s through the rehabilitation 
program. This land was broken down into several different tracts 
and assigned to various landless Kickapoo Indians. The assignment 
agreement contained stipulations outlining the assignees’ responsibili- 
ties and obligations, but in very few cases have the assignees faith- 
fully fulfilled their assignment agreements. The tribal governing 
body takes little action in enforcing the agreements because it does 
not wish to deprive fellow tribesmen of a home. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real- 
estate operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the dif- 
ferences in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

(a) No. 


{ 


(6) In the past when the Bureau was empowered by the tribal 
council to supervise and administer the tribal leasing program on 
the unassigned lands, all such lands were promptly placed under the 
best lease possible that would return the most to the tribe. The tribe 
now insists on handling its own leasing, and as a result some of the 
lands go unleased; others are leased but return no revenue to the 
tribe; still others return only a fraction of what might ordinarily be 
expected. The present policy of the tribe is to lease only to Indians 
of the Kickapoo Tribe. 
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B. SAC AND FOX TRIBE (KANSAS AND NEBRASKA) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsposITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 Years, Horton, Kans. 


PART I 


1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee ? 

(a) None. 

(6) None. 

(c) None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 ? 

There were 845.32 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee 
title in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates 
of competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 


July 1, 1947? 

I cee aie lati er re Lah ences ies 2 
Ol ia ee oni RES ict ns et tek Se ok ed 0 
a ee ce Ea ee ees er es ee eee 1 
a a i a a a a 3 
Isc isan chitin a ait a arr a eo catechins 1 


4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 


PR iret i caprngo pee hanced ennipianca tani RI SR sities ects aah Nh oncininihe 120. 00 
SE ilare etic dh apatites ckeinmnnaee A ES A ae ae ee oe ee 0 
NE they as iran ties teen a abinininicelte CAND) | BUND her ree ro. seca pee: 25. 10 
I cetera Relaciones ssc CLS | SUM a be Aeh bat ctiecie whee mdemeses 184. 53 
CS a ee ak ow ceca real ed en a een nb 40, 00 


5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transac- 











tion. 

a . . ais | aes | a7 1" | 7 a ae RS F —— 
| 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 

INR 5 cccoce neta cannes i Li .28 cl ete ey 1 0 EE Oi 0 

Removal of restrictions --- 0 0 0 0 | 0 | 1 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 

Sales to fee status- . -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 | 3 1 


6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 


| | | 
| 


| | | 
| 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 1955 | 1956 | 1957 


| 


—|—-|-_|—-- 


| 
80} 0 (25.10 | 


Patents-in-fee-_--._-- ennewdpacteveess 30. 68 0; 40; 70 0 | 0; oO 
Removal of restrictions_........-.---- Toa 66 0; oO 0; 40 0; 0} 0 | 0 
Gales to tee states... ........2.2scceccs 0 | 0 | 0 0 0 0 | 0 0 184. 53 | 40 


kets 


7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 
¥ 
None. 
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8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. 

None. : 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957? 

There were 292.83 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands termina- 
tion acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). 
What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the 
tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? 
Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

(a) There have been no special acts of Congress involving members 
of the Sac and Fox Tribe with respect to acquisition and disposal of 
trust or restricted land. 

(b) No specific study as such has been conducted of the cause and 
effect of sales; however, the situation is constantly under appraisal 
by agency officials; and definite conclusions have been noted as to 
cause and effect. 

(c) None that have been brought to the attention of the agency 
office. 

(d) The tribal council has not taken a stand against the sale of 
individually owned trust or restricted land. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the prob- 
lem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

No undivided interests are owned by the Sac and Fox Tribe. 

(b) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians. 

No interests are owned by non-Indians or aliens, therefore, no prob- 
lems are evident. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

There are no minors of the Sac and Fex Tribe owning interests 
in individual trust or restricted land. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or 
disposal of lands. 

No problem here because of the lack of an heirship problem. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sel} 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been en- 
couraged or permitted to buy such lands? 
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‘-(1) None. The use of this authority has been unnecessary in land 
transactions involving members of the Sac and Fox Tribe. 

© The tribe has no funds with which to purchase land. All tribal 
members have left the reservation except one family, and there does 
not‘ appear to be any need or desire by the tribe for additional land 
acquisitions. 


PART II-——-SAC AND FOX (KANSAS AND NEBRASKA) 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be av tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

one. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

None. 

5, Lf there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in 
Indian ownership. 

Not applicable. 

.6,. Diseuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

Not applicable. 


PART IlI—SAC AND FOX (KANSAS AND NEBRASKA) 


1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

No tribal real estate employees. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such 
employee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

‘No agency real estate employees paid from tribal funds. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant. to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

No. 
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4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

No 


6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

No need indicated by the tribe for employment of real estate con- 
sultants. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

No. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

(a) No. 

(6) There is no basis for comparison as the Sac and Fox Tribe is 
not possessed of any tribal land. 
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0. POTAWATOMI TRIBE (KANSAS) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsposiTION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had ac- 
quired in fee? 

(a) 80 acres. 

(6) 80 acres. 

(c) None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947 ? 

There were 27,223.58 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates 
of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 


eae ai cate tet aces argc karin vs masons OT ea rcantc ag etic acca ean ennenmetes 5 
TORR. ccniniw send ete 2) RODE ee a Lo 1 
Aside tibijen wie ae tacts Since debe DE ada te iician ceclpiatncmsnecsinasctaea 3 
ee enskd> see centetiiigictiielis ON tie saictpinsencncices elgaercinnee rapes 10 
EO crciteinnniieghecneisitichomdecaill Dh ANE wont ccmseccn tematic nnogeeiantialiae 22 


4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ? 


PEG penn mibdnthninmbacedeaan STO | TODD sen centiel dn cyallin 260. 07 
TI i vil cs aha eich illite aa I PN ig Ss iit ce eeccnc 20 
Fe rte cepnnieed dicnnpipenebelagenmbiitiies GE ADE sh ievicintin onscreen 138 
EEE ud cies inten canine ioe tnniiilidaaal I Rants ceeennt ceapiniasaninncmmntapscnaee 671. 79 
Rena es datninids sone sassd haceeaippeaeoanaaet SFY OT trcrecncclmernieaipoenapenessetialai 1, 097. 70 


5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 





| 











l 
| 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1054 1954 | 1955 | 1956 1956 | 957 1957 
seas cnieeieaniailpaatti ie | | wee 
Patents-in-fee.......------------------- 1 a| 2] a} of of a] of 2 o 1} 0 
Removal of restrictions .. octet OE: MEARE 0 0 o; o| o| of 0 
Fee status by inheritance. --..........-- 0 | 0 | 0 0 1 0 0 | 0 | 0 0 
|} o}| oO} oO | 1 1 | 1 | 9 | 22 


Sales to fee status. ............_-- .| 0 | 0 
| | 
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6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No, 4, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 








| | | | 
1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 1957 
A x cad peeled aie -caetesaste tncgpbanect essecinieeditueleneicoclan’h anibinctmantele 
Patente-in-fee..............<... 80 | 200 40 | 0 | 0 | 280.07 | o| 58 60 | 0 
Removal of restrictions...........| 190 0 0 0 | 0 | Olan ll 0 0 0 
Fee status by inheritance. _____ 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 0 0 | 0 
Sales to fee status. :...____.___- 0 0 0 0 | 0 | 80 | 20 80 | 611.79 |1,097. 70 
| 











7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

_8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7, above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31,1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

(a) Eighty acres. 

(6) Eighty acres. 

(c) None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 24,067.60 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termina- 
tion acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). 
What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the 
tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? 
Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

(a) There have been no special acts of Congress involving mem- 
bers of the Potawatomi Tribe with respect to acquisition and disposal 
of trust or restricted land. 

(b) No specific study as such has been made of the cause and effect 
of sales; however, the situation is constantly under appraisal by 
agency officials; and definite conclusions have been noted as to cause 
and effect. 
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(c) The tribal council has not passed or considered any resolution 
on the land disposition subject. 

(d) The tribal council has not taken a stand against the sale of 
individually owned trust or restricted land. 

14, Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

No undivided interests owned by the Potawatomi Tribe. No prob- 
lems. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians. 

The unrestricted nature of undivided interests in land owned by 
non-Indians and aliens seriously affects the land disposition program 
because prospective purchasers do not care to purchase undivided 
interests through Bureau supervised sales without some assurance that 
they can acquire the unrestricted interests which the Bureau cannot 
guarantee. Prospective purchasers are fearful that a lawsuit may 
arise if undivided interests are purchased and they become joint own- 
ers of a tract of land in unrestricted status with others. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Ownership by minors of undivided interests on the Potawatomi 
Reservation has created no problems as to dispositions of land because 
of the Secretary’s authority to sell such land in justifiable cases. 
Neither are any problems created as to acquisition of land because 
the tribe does not have a land-acquisition program. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or 
disposal of lands. 

The highly fractionated status of land on the Potawatomi Reser- 
vation precludes full opportunity for proper usage and management 
because of the diversity of opinion of the owners on proper usage and 
management. In cases of disposals, it is extremely difficult for all 
of the owners of fractionated interests to agree upon a sale or other 
division even though the land involved contributes only in an in- 
finitesimal measure to their economic status. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been en- 
couraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

(1) Limited use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands involving minors and incompetents. 

(2) The tribe has no land acquisition program and only limited 
funds and has evidenced no desire for initiating a tribal land program. 
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PART II—POTAWATOMI (KANSAS) 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be kept tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

None. 

. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

Not applicable. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

Not applicable. 





PART IlI—POTAWATOMI (KANSAS) 

1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

No tribal real-estate employees. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such 
employee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, the nature of 
his work. 

No agency real-estate employees paid from tribal funds. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activ- 
ities? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

Be 

Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
att the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

No. 





INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 277 


6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

No need indicated by the tribe for employment of real-estate con- 
sultants. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness 
of such organization. 

No. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

(a) No. 

(6) There is no basis for comparison of the effectiveness between 
Bureau and tribal operation as the tribe is not involved in a land 
program of its own. 
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D. IOWA TRIBE (KANSAS AND NEBRASKA) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Past 10 Years 


PART I 


1. How many acres were in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? How 
7 or in trust? How many acres which the tribe had acquired 
in fee 

(a) 714.49 acres. 

?) 714.49 acres, 

c) None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individ- 
ual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

There were 967.71 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 


Nastia ns ar inh aneinieaasty nine asin 2 a ierraitemeespcimentenstpaizire penimerenmananess 0 
PN incarnate ine Bile Grvittinnrimcnnceanilpie mance nent 0 
ction tiaitetns dentin ninicnen Sniomenaibi cians Os hess Se ce nclar ctu hernuseb ante 1 
ee dignininnn ma petngmaes Oe abies nkaencbsciaaRlencechongpeipctcnclaniebenacde 0 
SO Nb A in ici ay Sea pp ah OT cit cerioniicmecnad in menaamaeuks Zz 


4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 


iit tietitterckcteentmaninamaen Te TN eo cease Seip ARs mena minis 0. 00 
Bc satan saiicccicarnitbbaniean es paaaah inti St fae Re ibdnnnddnnanenwae yaaa 0. 00 
hide nninichnion oma eoe ee CE RiccecctilciSanmpietnines stnicasilies 40. 00 
Sete chitndnmcaiecase I ieee arts iene aiwpnintientnn 0. 00 
iti acndnininngemciminnnnones OE 6 cbr eitniscrieuntimeneditipwnimivd 10. 00 


5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of 
transaction. 














Rc. dw natanceoeenacaoeee 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Removal of restrictions................- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
TL eae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

| 





6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 











1948 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 

|__| |__| —_|_ 

ee eee 239. 75 0 0 0 0 0 0 o| 0 0 
Removal of restrictions.-...__.....- a ae 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 0 0 
Sales to fee status.....-0°0--- | @ | 0} 0} oo} o| 0 0 | 0} 0} 2 














7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 


one. 
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8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to ets 8, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

one. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee: 

(a) 714.49 acres. 

(b) 714.49 acres. 

(c) None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 669.96 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands | onge acts, 
private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

(a) There have been no special acts of Congress involving members 
of the Iowa Tribe with respect to acquisition or disposal of trust or 
restricted land. 

(6) No specific study as such has been conducted of the cause and 
effect of sales; however, the situation is constantly under appraisal 
by agency officials; and definite conclusions have been noted as to 
cause and effect. 

(c) The tribal council has not passed or considered any resolution 
on the land disposition subject. 

(d) The tribal council has not taken a stand against the sales of 
individually owned trust or restricted land. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship or multiple owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

No undivided interests owned by the tribe. 

(b) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians. 

The unrestricted nature of undivided interests in land owned by 
non-Indians and aliens seriously affects the land disposition program 
because prospective purchasers do not care to purchase undivided 
interests through Bureau supervised sales without some assurance 
that they can acquire the unrestricted interests which the Bureau can- 
not guarantee. Prospective purchasers are fearful that a lawsuit may 
arise if undivided interests are purchased and they become joint 
owners of a tract of land in unrestricted status with others. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Ownership by minors of undivided interests on the Iowa Reserva- 
tion has created no problems as to dispositions of land because of the 
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Secretary’s authority to sell such land in justifiable cases. Neither are 
any problems created as to acquisition of land because the tribe does 
not have a land-acquisition program. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or 
disposal of lands. 

The highly fractionated status of land on the Iowa Reservation 
precludes full opportunity for proper usage and management because 
of the diversity of opinion of the owners on proper usage and manage- 
ment. In cases of disposals, it is extvemnidty difficult for all of the 
owners of fractionated interests to agree upon a sale or other division 
even though the land imvolved contributes only in an infinitesimal 
measure to their economic status. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died interstate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been en- 
couraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

(1) Limited use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands involving minors and incompetents. 

(2) The Iowa Tribe has indicated no desire for acquisition of addi- 
tional lands. Also, it has no funds for the purchase of additional 
lands. 

PART II—KANSAS AND NEBRASKA 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners; or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold ‘to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to be 
key tracts were sold to non-Indians ? 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian Jand remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

me applicable. 

Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
hive been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

Not applicable. 


PART TII—IOWA (KANSAS AND NEBRASKA) 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

No tribal real-estate employees. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 
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No agency real-estate employees paid from tribal funds. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activi- 
ties? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

ig 

To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
eae particular phases of its real estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

e need indicated by tribe for employment of real estate ¢ onsultants. 

. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or sim- 
ila: ar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of such 
organization. 

The tribe acquired 714.49 acres of land under the Indian Reorgani- 
zation Act during the early 1940’s through the rehabilitation program. 
This land was broken down into several different tracts and assigned 
to various landless Iowa Indians. The assignment agreement con- 
tained stipulations outlining the assignees’ responsibilities and obliga- 
tions, kut in very few cases have the assignees faithfully fulfilled their 
assignment agreements. The tribal governing body takes little action 
in enforcing the agreements because it does not wish to deprive fellow 
tribesmen of a home and because most of the tribal business committee 
members are themselves an assignee of Iowa tribal land. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

(a) No. 

(6) No basis for comparison. 
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6. SHAWNEE AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFFarrs, 
Shawnee, Okla., June 10, 1958. 
Hon. JAmes E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SenaTOR Murray: In compliance with your request of April 
17, 1958, we are submitting, in duplicate, our report covering land 
transactions at this jurisdiction for the period from July 1, 1947, to 
December 31, 1957. 

The jurisdiction of the Shawnee area field office, located in central 
Oklahoma, consists of approximately 56,000 acres, owned by approxi- 
mately 10,000 members of 5 tribes: Absentee Shawnee, Citizen Pota- 
watomi, lowa, Mexican Kickapoo and Sac and Fox. 

Estimates of acreages have been made, on exchanges and sales be- 
tween Indians, when undivided interests in land have been conveyed. 
All other figures are taken directly from the records of this office and 
represent the actual figures involved, rather than estimates. 

No Federal lands have been acquired since 1930. The Federal 
land under this jurisdiction was set aside, for agency and school pur- 
poses, at the time the allotments were made. There is under advise- 
ment at the present time the possibility of transferring approximately 
60 acres of our Federal land to the Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare. The Shawnee Indian Sanatorium (tuberculosis) is lo- 
cated on this tract. We will still have under our supervision a total 
of 253.09 acres of Federal land. This land is advertised by this office 
for surface lease under the provisions of title 25 of the Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations. There is no mineral lease on the land. None of our 
tribes have expressed any desire to lease the land, nor has any indi- 
vidual Indian expressed any desire to lease the land. 

There are no tribal employees at this jurisdiction. 

Sales between Indians are made within their own tribes. No lands 
have been conveyed between the tribes at this jurisdiction. No lands 
have been conveyed between our tribes and the tribes of other juris- 
dictions. For reporting pur er we have placed all sales between 
Indians under the heading of “Sales to Other Indians in Trust or 
Restricted Status.” 

This office fully appreciates your effort to provide the most effective 
legislation possible and if we can be of any further service, you may 
be assured that. we will give you whatever cooperation we can. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ronertr D. Grover, 
Area Field Representative. 
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1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 826 25 acres. 

How many acres in trust ? 

There were 826.25 acres. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 67,699.32 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

A total of 216 transactions for 10- -year period. (See table attached.) 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

A total of 11,212 3 .70 acres duri ing 10-year per iod. (See table.) 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
om in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. 

_ table. 

. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. ‘4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See table. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

See table. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

See table. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

See table. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See table. : 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957? 

There were 826.25 acres. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

There were 826.25 acres. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 55,970.61 acres. 
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13. The acts of June 21, 1906 (34 Stat. 363), and June 17, 1933 (47 
Stat. 819), private act of Congress No. 722, 74th Congress, dated 
June 29, 1936 (49 Stat. 2368) (S. 4152), and the Solicitor’s opinion of 
December 18, 1953 (M-36186), and of September 13, 1956 (Ref. 
D-55-1153.9), together with several decisions of the United States 
Supreme Court, have all had some effect upon the disposal of lands in 
which Mexican Kickapoo Indians have interests. Many allotments 
were sold between 1906 and 1933 (from the time the restrictions were 
removed until they were reimposed). Now, under the Solicitor’s 
opinion, above referred to, hearings are being held to determine the 
citizenship of a large number of Indians who are residents of Mexico. 
When the hearings become final, and it is determined that these In- 
dians are citizens of Mexico, their undivided interests will fall into 
an unrestricted status. In instances, entire allotments will fall into 
an unrestricted status. 

Only recent use has been made of the act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 
855), as amended February 14, 1913 (37 Stat. 678), and it does not 
provide a solution to the problem confronting those persons owning 
land in multiple ownership when all are competent adults, with one 
owner having a very small share and refusing to sign a consent to 
sell (since it is a requirement that all competent adults rust sign 
the application or consent to sell). 

The Oklahoma Welfare Act of June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1967), has 
been used to a limited degree. Few of the Indians have sufficient 
money to buy land, although many of them would like to take ad- 
vantage of the act. This act has been used, in partitioning a tract of 
land among the owners, to bring the land back into a true trust 
status, when the land is owned partly in a restricted status and partly 
in a true trust status, by means of exchange deeds among the Indian 
owners. 

A study of the cause and effect of sales at this jurisdiction dis- 
closes that, since a thorough and conscientious examination of the 
applicant’s reasons for selling and establishment of the fact that the 
sale will be to the best advantage of the seller, there is a definite im- 
provement in the living standard of the oe Most lands are sold 
because they are isolated, unproductive, or the owner is employed 

elsewhere. In most instances the proceeds ‘of the sale are used to buy 
less isolated homes, more productive land, or a house in town near 
the place where the owner is employed. Other owners must sell in 
order to qualify for assistance from the Department of Public Wel- 
fare. This, of course, assures them some improvement in their living 
standards and provides them with security of income. The tribes have 
undertaken no study of this matter and have expressed no special 
interest at this time. 

14. (a) The only land owned by the tribes at this jurisdiction is 
their tribal land; they do not own undivided interests in any other 


property. 
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(6) Land held by non-Indians and alien Indians has presented 
problems in leasing. It would be much better for all concerned if there 
could be some valid means of effecting partition, without lengthy 
court action. This can be done by a petition to partition when all 
parties agree, but when one party disagrees, all owners are subject 
to his will. When a non-Indian owns a rather large share of an allot- 
ment, he may simply take possession of it, and it is difficult indeed, 
if not impossible, to get him to pay any rental to the Indian owners 
for their share. Furthermore, the non-Indian owner may lease the 
land to another non-Indian, which adds another complication. 

(c) The Indian Reorganization Act is not applicable to this juris- 
diction. 

(d) There is a great deal of difficulty among the Indians in reach- 
ing agreement as to use or disposal of ‘lands. “One : adult owner, hav- 
ing a minor interest in the property and resentment against the ma- 
jority owners, can do one of several things: (1) He can move onto the 
allotment and use it and refuse either to make a lease with the other 
owners or pay them for the use of the land (under the present regula- 
tions this Office cannot advertise a tract of land for surface lease if 
it is in use by one of the owners nor can we force that owner to pay the 
others; there is no use to discuss moral issues with him); (2) if the 
owners want to sell, he can wait until all the owners except himself 
have signed the application or consents to sell, then hold out on them 
until they pay him what he is demanding for his signature; (3) if 
he wants to continue to use the land free gratis as he now can, he can 
simply refuse to agree to the sale at all, thus depriving the other own- 
ers from realizing anything from the land either from leasing or from 
selling; (4) he can control the leasing of the property by refusing 
to sign a lease for anyone except his man, forcing the majority of the 
heirs to accept his choice of lessee (and he usually has some sort of 
deal worked out with the lessee in advance, whereby certain advan- 
tages will revert to him); (5) he may simply decline to sign the ap- 
plication to sell for iacoiie sentimental reasons, claiming that he 
cannot bring himself to dispose of his birthright (this is particularly 
true when he has only an insignificant share in a highly fraction- 
ated tract). 

Another problem is the fact that so many of the Indians move 
often and they simply do not take the trouble to keep this Office in- 
formed as to their whereabouts. If any of the owners should decide 
to prepare an application to sell, it might easily take them 2 years 
to locate the owners, then prevail upon them to sign, only to be met 
with refusal at the very last, or, more likely, never be able to find, 
and secure all the signatures from, the competent adults necessary 
to complete the application. 
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As with the non-Indians and alien Indians, some valid means of 
effecting partition, without lengthy court action, should be established. 
As the matter now stands, the person holding the minor interest is 
given undue advantage while those holding by far the majority of the 
interest have no recourse at all. Unlike non-Indians, they are pre- 
vented from disposing of their individual interests, unless one of the 
owners will arrange for enough money to buy up the shares of the 
others, which is improbable, since experience has proved such action to 
be a bad investment. There are many cases where a few of the owners 
won't sell and continue to cause trouble, as set out under (d) above. 
As a result, nothing is done. Resentment grows among the owners. 
There is bickering, refusal to cooperate, retaliation, or else a complete 
loss of interest, even to the extent of (1) neglecting to answer the 
inquiries of other owners, (2) neglecting to sign the leases or applica- 
tions and return them, or (3) moving and preventing the others from 
locating them. 

(e) V ery little use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs, because it is still necessary to secure the 
signatures of all the competent adults, which is practically impossible 
on highly fractionated tracts. As an example, the common denomi- 

nator on the allotment of John Taylor is 45,360,000. There are 121 
Indian owners and 3 non-Indian owners. There is production on the 
land. Most of the owners receive only a few cents per year. The 
owners have tried, on 3 separate occasions in the past 10 years, to sell 
the land. Under the present policy of requiring signed consents to 
sell from all of the competent adult owners, it is impossible to sell this 
property because 3 owners having a total of one-fifteenth interest 
among them, have objected to the sale. If their signatures could have 
been secured, this particular allotment could have been sold under the 
act of June 25, 1910, because there are more than 20 minors, 2 un- 
probated estates, and at least 1 incompentent. It is most unusual to 
find an allotment, in such large ownership, still in a true trust status 
and capable of the issuance of a patent in fee. Had this allotment 
fallen into a restricted status, as is ordinarily true in such instances, 
it would be necessary for the owners to go into court and have guar- 
dians appointed for the incompetents ‘and minors. Most Indians 
simply do not have the money for attorneys’ fees and court costs, 
therefore, the multiple-ownership problem grows and the owners 
become discouraged. 

PART II—SHAWNEE 


1. No tracts have been sold which were alleged to have been key 

Tenens. 
. Neither the tribe nor the individual owner has alleged that any 

eae sold was a key tract. 

3. The tribe has not alleged that any tract sold was a key tract. 

4. No key tracts sold out of restrictions. 

5. No key tracts sold out of restrictions. We do not have consoli- 
dated units for farming, grazing, or timber operations. 

6. No tracts purchased can be described as a key tract. 
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1. Notribal real-estate employees at this jurisdiction. 

2. No part of any salary of any employee at this jurisdiction is paid 
from tribal funds. 

3. No tribes employ a real-estate adviser or consultant. 

4. No tribe has a real-estate committee. The business committee 
usually functions in what minor activity exists. 

5. Same as above. 

6. No private consultants have been employed. 

7. No tribal land enterprise or similar organization. 

8. Neither the tribe nor the area office has been instructed to turn 
real-estate operations over to the Bureau, insofar as this office is 
aware. 
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lil. BILLINGS AREA OFFICE 


1, BLACKFEET AGENCY 


DeraRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
3UREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Browning, Mont., June 12, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: Complying with your April 17, 1958, 
letter, we are submitting the information pertaining to the Blackfeet 
Indian Reservation as requested for use by the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs in reviewing and formulating legislation for In- 
dian lands. The tabular form has been completed and the other ques- 
tions answered by tabulation or narrative reports. 

The 10 years covers a period when the Blackfeet Agency records 
were not maintained in a readily reportable form. T he. Billings area 
office volunteered the tabular form statistical information in an effort 
to obtain for your use an accurate report. Without their assistance, 
we would have had to resort to several estimates. 

The requested information on tribal patent-in-fee lands is not avail- 
able in this office nor the Billings area office. These land records are 
maintained by the Blackfeet Tribe and will be reflected in the Black- 
feet Tribe’s reply to the questionnaire. 

The information is submitted in the order the questions were pre- 
sented in the questionnaire. The following is a guide to the infor- 
mation: 

Attachment No. 1: Statistical tabulation on the forms provided. 
Answers to questions 3 through 10 pertaining to the number and 
nature of transactions, and the acreages, part I. 

Attachment No, 2: 1948 through 1957 fiscal year acreage sum- 
mary tabulation. Answers to questions 1 and 2, part I. 

Attachment No. 3: Blackfeet Reservation acreage status, De- 
cember 31, 1957, plus tabulation of period July 1, 1957, through 
December 31, 1957. Answers questions 11 and 12, part I. 

Attachment No. 4: Narrative report on acts of Congress affect- 
ing the acquisition and disposal of Blackfeet Indian lands 
Answer to question No. 13, part I. 
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Attachment No. 5: Narrative discussion on the heirship or mul- 
tiple ownership problem, part I. 

Attachment No. 6: Part II of the questionnaire relating to key 
tracts, narrative report. 

Attachment No. 7: Part III of the questionnaire pertaining to 
tribal employment. 

We have attempted to answer the questions posed. However, if 
further information is required, we will submit as soon as possible. 
Sincerely yours, 


R. E. Mixes, 
Acting Superintendent. 
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ATTACHMENT No, 2—BLACKFEET 


Acreage summary, fiscal years 1948-57 























| } | 
| Total In- | Govern- 
Tribal | Allotted | diantrust | ment Total 
acres | acres lands, acres} owned acres 
| | acres 
, a aoa 
. 
Ss BON oink sbsadescddbusesaambeaninen | 137, 503 891, 310 1, 028, 813 14, 019 1, 042, 832 
Disposals to fee status: | 
SEE DENT 5.2. icuncaanstennandanniieualstbeans PU EEe le dcccecwadds)-nccauaaebaeleindiaceekion 
ees SO PERS 3 no Sadds ceccaessusa~ Die ie bea ctl | TI - Deices Sisin ehacinintianectle hs hea ecaiiase canine celaiiactmaabiitann 
Wionl send 1008 no stus..c oeee Sc teed dela } 40, 565 ndiin inn con Lene cese ee 
| See eee 2 (ae | 49, 768 ae oe Sag eet 
PROOF OE Fis ac cncdeveuiesccdwncnsss Eee eee BLED lacde cestene lin dinennquneincetaneusnen 
WINN PONE TOUR: icc cnnadecnsdccccnde Fe Peete 13, 200 } Facies bce tinted 
«a US Ek errs ee ee 4 TRF ho ancen~ inal 
Nn OE Ee cnsncthanisamdleaaiaotnews tt ts. ok ween 
WINE SORE FI andthe dcacdcccnucewes Bi. <gchaaee 10, 669 al ae 
oo ee ae ae ‘ 720 as ES 1 ea eS | 
OR 2s odie 263 stnn Seecme cadet een anes 214, 219 eee 
Acquisitions from fee status: 
Ok eS aes Ee en FE al iis wpm caso | feo atte i cas a gmemeeeee 
WIE SUNT TH, cc netscdsdneckasencdees 320 - =? 
Fiseal year 1953 ed ee “ I i a ic ee i ie 
Fiscal year 1950.............. SE 5 okie waanth hh AL dcebeehdeiwanbanes 
Fiscal year 1949 ee te SOE 0-2. oe ence dhed kh asdien wed enna 
ee NS TOE, ciics otudg bike tinndigpdanabeanessenesn Foe Ne Fax, «ca aig ie apelin ps nara ahaa eet 
TN iicéccunte inde bdbbicndnaade ene 4, 559 
Sales to tribe: 
I ON I ian tenths siditewereinnie 8, 104 i x iekts bh dacntes ccc euck a eee 
ES BEE CO cacudunsdecdassaecected | 2,714 Be FER lesan oe cavna feces sandeek taeda 
go kp SS Sep eae ee 40 Oh hs as cat addin) - ~~~» soeaesteredsemwade 
PR tnt ococcadennnkemaes 726 726 
HN SON TNE 5 da cae cd crewievnesectc 3, 846 | 3, 846 Abeba 
Fiscal year 1953...........--..--..---.. 1,301 | 1, 301 bag INTs 
RE SE SEN le deta checowencae 3, 940 | 3, 940 : 3 séebtbes 
FORE FORE WOOD. dcccccdtannacccscns < 5, 572 5, 572 die = dj es hoe patane bon ol weconeteee 
BT nO ee ad 6. 671 6, 671 |_- jacheentneae 
DE irs ack hth cde’ staan 10, 194 | 10, 194 |....- chaise ero 
Re sa nvancddtebdecstasdkatede z 43, 108 43, 108 
SN ee cc a a ee 94,395 | 1,144,078 1, 238, 473 14,019 1, 252, 492 
OUR CREE TEE Rik ko ide dcnkiscdwdtetorscuatosm bow sapiens hag Abia a cistlate Sahih 1, 525, 712 





Notg.—No records available un the acreage acquired by the Blackfeet Tribe in fee status. 


Government-owned land summary (includes administrative sites and 
reclamation reserves) 








Acquisi- | Number} Date acquired 


Authority for acquisition | Acres 
tion cost tracts 
Submarginal lands National Industrial Recovery Act | 9,037 | $31,075 | 25 | Feb. 10, 1936 to 
of June 16, 1933 (48 Stat. 200). May 4, 1937. 
Reclamation reserves, Bureau of Reclamation__....--- 947 | )) 4 | Feb. 15, 1913. 
Administrative sites, Bureau of Indian Affairs......_.- 4, 035 | () 17 | Do. 
Re ee ee ee ee 14,019 31, 075 46 | 


1 Reserve. 


NoTE.—Indian use approximates 53 percent of submarginal acreage. All use under grazing permit 


except 1 40-acre tract under pasture lease. 


30451—58——21 
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ATTACHMENT No. 3—BLACKFEET 


Actions during period July 1, 1957, to Dec. 31, 1957 





Tribal | Allotted 























acres acres 
a We oocncorancctats cme cnatadvccnukansdadansma eee nmancee succDasietrses 15, 247 
rh Os SiO CURE id tnnbbnandccccbangnainbecdecaekpakedoccnes[cnvaxecccocssah 400 
RN or te ead cede AS RRMEIONe acer ame ee 570 | 570 
| | 
| Total Govern- 
Tribal | Allotted | Indian ment- Total 
acres acres |_ trust owned acres 
| | lands acres | 
(acres) 

— gait 4 : Se ee aaa ira Port a ee 
DONG li RE re sencmuninntcwencnwastudeih | 138, 073 | 875, 893 | 1,013, 966 | 14, 019 1, 027, 985 
Original Blackfeet Indian Reservation | | | 

WONG att cccsnsecasenkcccddecnassensedsadeianencs leteecchaigesoscigluiones scaneee akan cunctid 1, 525, 712 


| } 
i ' 





ATTACHMENT No. 4—BLACKFEET 
NarRATIVE Report QuEsTION 13, Part I or THE QUESTIONNAIRE 


The following acts of Congress were or are in effect and have affected 
the acquisition and disposition of Blackfeet Indian lands. 

(1) Act of March 1, 1907 (34 Stat. 1015, 1035): An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department. This is the act whereby the Secretary was instructed to 
make allotments to eligible members of the Blackfeet Tribe. The acre- 
age was set at 320 acres to each qualified Blackfoot. No restrictions 
against alienation were written in the act and disposal was possible 
under other authorities. General usage locally refers to the lands un- 
der this act as the original allotments and minerals are owned by the 
original allottee or his heirs. 

(2) Act of June 30, 1919 (41 Stat. 3): An act making appropria- 
tions for the 1920 fiscal year expenses and other purposes of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

The act of June 30, 1919, repealed portions of the March 1, 1907 
act as related to the disposal of surplus unallotted lands within the 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation. Allotments were made for a 6-month 

yeriod to eligible members of all unallotted lands not previously al- 
fotted, or reserved. By this act all eligible members previously al- 
lotted 320 acres were allotted an additional 80 acres designated as 
their homestead allotment. Further, those that had not made a selec- 
tion were allotted 320 acres plus an 80-acre homestead. 

The act provided a reservation of all minerals to the Blackfeet 
Tribe on all previously unallotted tribal land and that the land 
designated as a homestead should remain inalienable and nontaxable, 
until Congress shall otherwise direct. 

(3) Act of June 2, 1924 (43 Stat. 252): An act to provide for the 
disposal of homestead allotments of deceased Blackfeet allottees. 
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The act of June 2, 1924, allowed the heirs of the deceased original 
allottee to dispose of the homestead allotment. The Congress recog- 
nized, at that early date, the possible multiple heirship and owner- 
ship problems that would occur. Disposition would authorized 
by existing laws relating to Indian allotments through partition, sale, 
and issuance of patents-in-fee. 

This act did not provide for disposition by the original allottee. 

(4) Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984): The Wheeler-Howard 
Act or Indian Reorganization Act to conserve and develop Indian 
lands and resources and extend to Indians the right to form businesses 
and other organizations. 

The Blackfeet Indian elected to accept the Indian Reorganization 
Act November 13, 1935, and prepared a constitution and bylaws which 
were approved by the Interior Department December 13, 1935. Under 
the provisions of this act no sale, devise, gift, exchange, or other 
transfer of Indian lands could be made except to the Blackfeet Tribe 
or members of the Blackfeet Tribe. Title to lands acquired by this 
act would be taken by the United States in trust for the tribe or 
individual Indian. 

The constitution and bylaws adopted by the Blackfeet Tribe pro- 
vided authority for the tribe to purchase land, article VII, section 
12. Purchase authority was restricted to the following categories: 

(a) Land within or adjacent to the Blackfeet Reservation which 
is not in Indian ownership. 

(6) Restricted land, which is in heirship status at the time of 
adoption and approval of their constitution. 

(c) Land owned by tribal members who are over the age of 
60 years or is physically incapacitated and who is without de- 
pendents may be transferred to the tribe in exchange for a pension. 

(¢d) The tribe may purchase the land of any member who de- 
sires to leave the reservation permanently. 

By the provisions of their constitution the Blackfeet Tribe is lim- 
ited as to the lands they can purchase. Effective land acquisition and 
consolidation programs are almost impossible under these restrictive 
provisions. The Blackfeet, April 30, 1958, constitutional amendment 
election proposed to remove the restrictive provisions; however, the 
ee vote was not received to qualify the election. 

Another provision in the tribe’s constitution relates to granting ex- 
change assignments to members of the tribe in return for a conveyance 
of the member’s own allotment or other land interests to the tribe. In 
this instance the tribe received a deed and title to the member’s land; 
however, the member in turn received only an assignment or use right 
to the exchange lands. The act of May 28, 1956 (70 Stat. 187), pro- 
vided a remedy for this as set out below. 

(5) Act of May 14, 1948 (62 Stat. 236): An act to authorize the 
sale of individual lands acquired under the act of June 18, 1934, and 
under the act of June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1967). The act removed the 
restrictions against disposition imposed by the Wheeler-Howard Act 
of June 18, 1934. Individuals were again allowed by the Congress 
to make application for and have approved by the Secretary of the 
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Interior, the issuances of patents in fee, removal of restrictions, and 
conveyances of their lands or interests in lands. Under the May 14, 
1948, act the individual tribal members could again dispose of or 
change to a fee status their own individual holdings except for the 
homestead 80-acre allotment when the original allottee was living. 

(6) Act of June 4, 1953 (67 Stat. 42): An act to amend the act of 
June 30, 1919 (41 Stat. 61). 

This act amended the June 30, 1919, act by substituting in section 10 
of the said act the following: 

Provided, That of the lands so allotted eighty acres of each allotment shall be 
designated as a homestead allotment by the allottee, and shall be evidenced by 
a trust patent, which shall be subject to sale, partition, issuance of patent in fee, 
or other disposition in accordance with the laws relating to the other allotments 
on the Blackfeet Reservation. 

Section 2 of this act repealed the act of June 2, 1927 (48 Stat. 252), 
which allowed only the heirs of an original allottee to dispose of a des- 
ignated homestead. 

(7) Act of May 28, 1956 (70 Stat. 187): An act relating to the 
issuance of certain patents in fee to lands within the Blackfeet Indian 
Reservation. 

Provision is made to those tribal members holding exchange assign- 
ments to apply for either a fee patent or trust patent covering the 
exchange assignment lands. Title is thereby clearly vested in the 
individual in return for his having conveyed land to the tribe. The 
land could then be administered as other trust or restricted lands and 
applicable laws pertaining to Indians. The patent-in-fee land would 
be disposable at the discretion of the patentee. 

The above acts now make it possible for individual Indians on the 
Blackfeet Reservation to apply for and complete the disposition of 
all or part of their land holdings subject to regulations and acts affect- 
ing disposition. From June 30, 1919, to June 4, 1953, some form of 
restriction was applicable to all or part of their lands. Now they 
have an opportunity to sell or retain their property, to sell to the 
Blackfeet Tribe or members thereof, or alienate by issuance of a patent 
in fee or through the mediums of a supervised sale. 

Present constitutional restrictions found in the Blackfeet Tribe’s 
constitution and bylaws prevents the tribe from acquiring all of the 
lands offered for sale. Further, the tribe is not financially able to 
acquire these lands. ' 

By letter dated June 30, 1955, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
granted authority to the Blackfeet Tribe to acquire allotted lands 
when the individual or individuals wanted to convey their lands to 
liquidate debts to the Blackfeet Tribe. The conveyance would be at 
the appraised value and the Blackfeet Tribe could apply the individ- 
uals’ debt as full or partial payment, depending on the land value and 
amount of the debt. This grants additional acquisition authority to 
the Blackfeet Tribe; however, funds are again the limiting factor. 
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ATTACHMENT No. 5—BLACKFEET 


Narrative Report ror Question 14, Parr I or THE QUESTIONNAIRE, 
Herrsuie or Muirtiete Ownersuie PropLeEMs 


The allotted lands on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation are con- 
fronted with similar heirship and multiple-ownership problems found 
on nearly all Indian reservations subject to allotting. Fractionation 
following the death of the original Indian owner or his heirs has 
affected ‘approximately 60 percent of the allotted lands. Multiple 
ownership is becoming more prevalent due to the reservation proxim- 
ity to and the tribe’s affiliation with Canada and Canadian nationals. 
Also, the Blackfeet people are integrating with non-Indians. Indi- 
vidual alien or non-Indian inherited interests exceed 200 and are 
exemplified by the attached allotment and estate record copy of one 
Blackfeet estate. This is a more complicated case but does indicate 
the trend of allotments. 

The allotment or estate record example covers the allotment of 
Heading Off, Blackfeet allottee No. 2478, deceased. The acreage re- 
maining in a trust or restricted status includes only the homestead 80 
without minerals. The surface is limited to grazing use. Annual 
rental would be $24 for the entire acreage, howe: ever, since the Bureau 
does not administer the interests of alien or non- Tndians, only the 
trust interests can be processed by the Blackfeet Agency. Individual 
leases must be executed for the “alien or non-Indian interests which 
would be prohibitive costwise for a prospective lessee. 

Many minor’s interests are a part of this estate. As provided in 
the Indian Reorganization Act and other provisions, these minors’ 
interests could not be disposed of unless a court-appointed guardian 
would act in their behalf. Since the minors inherit through proba- 
tion of other estates subsequent to the Heading Off probate, the mi- 
nors’ interests are the smaller. Letters of guardianship would cost 
more than the combined value of each minor’s share. If for no other 
reason, it is doubtful if this land could be disposed of due to the mi- 
nors being present. Likewise, this applies to unprobated estates. 

Multiple ownership is very noticeable in the Heading Off estate. 
The largest individual-interest owner is a Canadian national. Sev- 
eral white or non-Indians also share with the alien and Indian owners. 
No one individual or family group owns sufficient interest to use the 
land for themselves without oer gre of the other heirs. Lease 
income is so small to each individual that the money derived could not 
affect their standard of living. Some interests take more than 1 year 
to realize a few cents. 

This estate has fractionated to the extent that continued trust owner- 
ship of the trust interests actually depresses their leasing or disposal 

values. Every year one or more of the heirs dies and the a 
and multiple ownership problem becomes greater. Obtaining clea 
title to all of the interests would involve costs greater than the > 
face land value. 
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The Heading Off allotment or estate record card is a good example 
of estates now so complicated that use or ownership benefits are almost 
intangible. Several similar estates exist and each year these become 
worse and more approach the same status. 

A growing problem on these estates and on lesser estates are the 
valid claims allowed. Each estate interest, however small, would 
have a use income which is applied on retiring allowed claims. 

Due to these claims, many present heirs do not realize any income for 
several years. The heirs are reluctant to execute leases or convey- 
ances because there will not be any income to them. This is one of 
the reasons older Indians want to dispose of portions of their lands 
and use the proceeds in their old-age subsistence rather than leave 
an encumbered estate. The actual number of encumbered estates 
is not known, however they are increasing more rapidly than older 
claims are retired. 

The Blackfeet Tribe has not acquired interests in estates where 
the owner dies intestate without heirs and the lands would escheat 
to the tribe. The Blackfeet Agency maintains individual records on 
the Blackfeet people and one or more heirs at law are of record.— 
The Blackfeet Tribe has purchased a few undivided heirship inter- 
ests; however their efforts have been toward purchasing all interests 
in any one tract. They have been encouraged to purchase the more 
complicated tracts and have done so in many instances. The tribe has 
and does acquire lands under the Secretary’s authority to sell heir- 
ship land; however the limiting factor has been the availability of 
purchase funds and requirements of the Indian Reorganization Act. 

The heirship and multiple ownership problems are affecting the 
acquisition and disposition of Blackfeet Indian lands. The prob- 
lems are not as acute as at other jurisdictions, however at the present 
rate of normal deaths, it will be acute in a few years. 
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ATTACHMENT No. 6—BLACKFEET 


Report ror Parr II on Key Tracrs Acquirep By THE BLACKFEET 
TriBeE OR Disposed or TO Non-INDIANS 


The Blackfeet Reservation does not contain many tracts that would 
be classified as key tracts influencing large acreages of Indian lands. 
Most range units are well watered by running streams, lakes, and pot- 
holes year round. The topography is rolling except for the western- 
most area reserved to the Blackfeet Tribe as a timber reserve. Ac- 
cessibility is not a key tract factor to any one area. 

The Blackfeet Tribe has purchased land scattered throughout the 
reservation. Since 1953 not many trust purchases have been classed 
as key; however, there may have been several fee purchases classed by 
the Blackfeet Tribe as key. We do not have a record of these fee 
acquisitions. 

Tracts classed as key by virtue of their proximity and influence on 
the use of and access to recreational areas, railroads and highways, and 
stock-watering facilities are recommended for purchase by the tribe. 
Limitations in the tribe’s constitution and bylaws do conflict with the 
acquisition of all desirable tracts. There have been 9 tracts repre- 
senting 1,762.06 acres purchased since July 1, 1953. 

Individual Indians negotiate land purchases which they class as key 
to their operations. These acquisitions are shown on the tabular form, 
attachment No. 1. An additional 25 tracts covering 4,781 acres have 
been acquired by Indians through supervised sales. Classification as 
a key tract would only be to the individual and his operations. 

Because the Blackfeet Reservation does not lend itself to a key tract 
classification, most sales do not become critical for use of adjacent 
Indian lands. 





ATTACHMENT NO. 7—BLACKFEET 


Narrative Report ror Parr III, Trrat Parricrpation in REAu 
Estate AcrivitTIEs 


1. The Blackfeet Tribe maintains one full-time land clerk. The 
salary is paid from tribal funds without any Bureau supervision. 
The salary is $3,600 per a. Duties include taking tribal land com- 
mittee minutes, typing, filing, and related clerical work pertaining to 


real estate acquisition, exchange, and leasing. 
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2. The Blackfeet Agency branch of realty employs 4 full- and 1 
= -time tribal employees. Funds are derived from fees collected 
rom services and the Tribal Land Enterprise is entirely self-support- 
ing. Income from tribal land fees is less than the income received 
from allotted lands. One additional clerk-typist is assigned to land 
operations to assist with range management activity. 
The following positions are employed by the Blackfeet Agency 
Tribal Land Enterprise: 
A. Clerk-typist, comparable to GS-3—3, $3,430: 
(1) Does research work on both surface and mineral titles. 
(2) Sets up oil and gas lease advertising units. 
(3) Develops land status reports for oil and gas leases. 
(4) Types correspondence and records as required. 
(5) Posts oil and gas leases to plats, maps, and record 
cards, and maintains income records for these leases. 
(6) Acts as receptionist for the oil and gas section. 
(7) Does photocopy work as required. 
(8) Such other duties as may be assigned. 
B. Clerk-typist, comparable to GS-2, $3,045: 
1) Types correspondence in connection with land trans- 
actions. 
(2) Preparation of land transaction information sheets. 
(3) Typing land transactions and preparing various docu- 
ments needed. 
(4) Preparing land status reports in connection with 
land transactions. 
(5) Types requests for appraisals. 
(6) Acts as receptionist in land transaction matters. 
7) Maintains record files on land transactions. 
(8) Other duties as assigned. 
C. Clerk-typist, comparable to GS-2, $2,960: 
(1) Types records and reports for records and control, 
branch of realty (temporary assignment). 
Assists the employee in charge of farming and farm-pas- 
ture activities : 

(1) Types lease contracts and other documents and 
correspondence necessary in connection with the leasing 
of restricted Indian lands on the reservation. 

(2) Maintains lease file records. 

(3) Prepares reports required for this activity. 

(4) Such other duties as may be assigned. 

D. Clerk- one comparable to GS-2, $2,960 : 

Types appraisal reports. 

3} Correspondence in connection with land appraisals. 
(3) Preparing land status plats as required. 
(4) Such other duties as may be assigned. 
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E. Clerk typist, comparable to GS-3, $3,175 : 

(1) Performs clerical duties in the Land Operations 
Branch necessary in connection with the preparation of graz- 
ing permits. 

(2) Maintains grazing permit files. 
(3) Prepares grazing management reports as required. 
(4) Performs such other duties as may be assigned. 
F, (Temporary) Clerk-typist, comparable to GS-3, $3,175 : 
Assisting in farm and farm-pasture activities temporarily : 
(1) Types leases, contracts, and other documents and 
correspondence necessary in connection with leasing of 
restricted Indian lands on the reservation. . 
(2) Maintains lease file records. 
Assists regular personnel in the Acquisition and Disposal 

Section : 

(1) Types correspondence in connection with land 
transactions. 

(2) Typing land transaction and preparing various 
documents required. 

(3) Preparing land status reports in connection with 
land transactions. 

(4) Such other duties as may be assigned. 

3. The Blackfeet Tribe employs Cedar B. Aronow, attorney at law, 
Shelby, Mont., as their tribal attorney. He is available for local coun- 
seling, abstract examinations, and opinions, court presentations, and 
general real-estate advice. Mr. Aronow has assisted the tribe in all 
their fee purchases, leasing, and other related activities. 

4and 5. The Blackfeet Tribal Council does not maintain a commit- 
tee with full authority to transact real-estate transactions. They do 
maintain a council land committee that reviews each case and recom- 
mends for final council action. The committee acts on applications for 
land exchanges with the tribe, land sales, leasing stipulations and 
rentals, awarding leases, and appraising. Their actions are then pre- 
sented to the Blackfeet Tribal Business Council for final acceptance or 
rejection. 

6. The tribe has employed consultants on a few occasions for par- 
ticular phases. A geologist was hired for a 4-month period to study 
oil and gas activities. An engineer was retained to survey for claims 
presented to the Indian claims commission. The tribe employs an 
appraiser, a member of the Blackfeet Tribal Council to appraise fee 
lands the tribe is purchasing or exchanging. As far as is known the 
appraiser has no formal training in real-estate appraising. 

The Bureau has not interfered in any way with the employment 
practices of the tribe. 

7. There has been in operation since 1948, the Blackfeet Tribal 
Land Enterprise. This organization is financed (payroll, equipment, 
and supplies) through fees collected from grazing and hay permits, 
allotted oil and gas leases, farm and farm-pasture leases, and convey- 
ance fees on land sales. The land enterprise is under the supervision 
of the Blackfeet Tribal Council and superintendent of the Blackfeet 
Agency, and the land enterprise account is maintained by the finance 
department. Realty land enterprise personnel are placed in each sec- 
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tion of the branch of realty and are under the direct supervision of 
the realty officer. 

Since all land transactions accomplished deal with Indian trust 
lands, full review and approval are subject to authorized Bureau 
personnel. 

The effectiveness of the land enterprise has been evidenced by the 
large volume of land transactions, that is, fee-patent issuance, super- 
vised land sales, negotiated land sales, land exchanges, partitions of 
land, oil, and gas lease sales, and farm and farm-pasture leases, pro- 
cessed since its incor poration. 

Since 1956, three former land enterprise employees have been 
changed to classified civil-service positions in their respective jobs, 
with the view of the Department in mind, that sometime in the future 
all employees in the land enterprise shall be classified employees. The 
tribal employees shown in question 2 are the employees that have 
not been converted. 

In the past 2 years income has declined for operating the land enter- 
prise. The number of employees each year fluctuates and trained 
personnel are not assured of continued employme nt and several have 
resigned to accept more permanent positions. Further, tribal em- 
ploy. ees are subject to local pressures that would not be as prevalent 
if the Tribal Land Enterprise program was terminated in favor of a 
gratuity appropriation. 

8. The tribe and the area office have not been instructed to turn 
real-estate operations over to the Bureau. 

The tribe, independent of this office, process their own land opera- 
tions as far as fee purchases and exchanges are concerned. All Indian 
trust lands, whether allotted or tribal, are the responsibility of the 
Bureau as long as they remain in a restricted status. 

Once land is fee patented or otherwise removed from restrictions, 
the Bureau no longer has, nor assumes any responsibility or super- 
vision over the lands. 

The Bureau employs a competent and trained appraiser to ap- 
praise lands affected in any type of land transaction; complete title 
work is done to insure a good and merchantable title to purchasers, 
and other recipients of lands resulting from land exchanges and parti- 
tions; all applications for fee patents and land sales are reviewed by 
a committee for competency and whether or not it is advisable for the 
ey aly ner to dispose of his or her trust lands. 

Funds from land sales are budgeted with the grantor detailing for 
what use the proceeds will be expended. 

Inasmuch as tribal operations are limited to their purchases and 
exchanges of fee lands this office cannot comment on the effectiveness 
of their program. We have noted influences that a political body, 
such as the Blackfeet Tribal Council, is subject to. In very few 
instances have the sales or conveyances been consummated without 
some show of favoritism. The Blackfeet Tribal Council must asso- 
ciate with all members and derives its support from constituents, which 
does not lend to developing a fair and unbiased Jand-acquisition 
program. 


30451—58— 








2. CROW AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpIAn AFFAIRS, 
Crow Agency, Mont., June 19, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray. Transmitted herewith find tabulations 
of land transactions and answers to your narrative questionnaire as 
requested in your letter of April 17, 1958. I am pleased with the 
opportunity of cooperating with your committee in supplying per- 
tinent information. 

We regret that our report was not transmitted within the required 
time. However, we felt that the original report did not contain the 
full information desired, and therefore, the report was revised and due 
to the revision our report has been delayed. 

The tabular form has been completed and the questions answered by 
a combination of tabulation and narrative report. The tabulation 
and narrative reports are given on the attached form entitled “An- 
swers to Questionnaire on the Disposition and Acquisition of Lands 
Located on the Crow Indian Reservation.” 


Sincerely yours, 
Cuype W. Hosss, Superintendent. 





ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
Lanps LocATED ON THE Crow INDIAN RESERVATION 


PART I 


The records have been revised recently and are proving to be satis- 
factory in meeting our daily work demands. Records maintained 
are allotment file, allotment or estate record card, index and heir- 
ship card, land transaction plat, office lease, competent lease, and oil 
and gas lease plats, rights-of-way file index and file and so forth. The 
records listed have been adequate to meet the requirements of our 
work. The method of reporting is now being revised and will ex- 
pedite report preparation and increase accuracy. 

The detailed tabulations of land transactions by fiscal years are 
provided for the answers to questions 1 and 2, 3 through 10, and 11 
and 12, part I. The tabulations are submitted in the order of the 
questions and the following is given as a guide: 

Attachment No. 1: Answers to questions 1 and 2 containing 
acreage summary tabulation for fiscal years 1948 through 1957. 
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Attachment No. 2: Answers to questions 3 through 10 contain- 
ing statistical tabulation on land transactions for fiscal years 1948 
through 1957, pertaining to number and nature of transactions, 


and the acreages. 
Attachment No. 3: 


Answers to questions 11 and 12 containing 


acreage summary tabulation from July 1, 1957, through December 


31, 1957. 


ATTACHMENT No. 1—Crow 


Acreage summary, fiscal years 1948-57 
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Total In- | Govern- 
Tribal Allotted | diantrust | ment Total 
acres acres | lands acres| owned acres 
| acres 
$$$ $$$ — a - — os — — 
June 30, 1957.-....-.- 272, 225 | 1,394,865 | 1, 667,090 1,702 | 1, 668, 792 
Disposals to fee status: | | 
Fiscal year 1957... ee atin 22,717 | ss | 
Fiscal year 1956_.__- ae en tes BE ns cit oo . 
Fiscal year 1955.........--- ona tae ae 103, 893 | c. 
Fiscal year 1954___- | aad 82, 138 | ee a ar 
F Pt SEE ccncaceoas . ----|----------- 39, 426 | ‘i | seas 
Fiscal year 1952................ ---]------ 30, 628 |_- } | 
Fiscal year 1951 ee ee ee SD Biccncen no exccneusceipatcimapandah 
Fiscal year 1950__._- acotnnatas pied ated came 18, 475 |----- ce -| S 
Fiscal year 1949.............. wgal én 11, 992 D wciaberctreintge | = 
Fiscal year 1948______- |... 9, 267 gata 
— on -| a a |- an - aaepetames 
Noa he ae ahaa 363, 032 | s 
Acquisitions from fee status: 
a ee come eee DR nwsratcte nee See ed _ % 
Fiscal year 1955......- 45 | ar. 
Fiscal year 1954....___- | 40 es Be 
Fiscal year 1952___- 7 et 520 5 ee BB id 
Fiscal year 1951_..........- siete salina 320 r. aédiciiteddnnunes 
Fiscal year 1949____ 1, 180 Fhe. ancien ai Ron tcc incase 
Fiscal year 1948 BD Ect csinnce ect a Eiiwcaaintaaniteitencsitouae 
PO kkdcadcdcunsiehcesdeaeDenaks Te eH. inks chat cdaenbasieedictatcoomcia 
NNN OF TRIG sic cucasindie ides baehcosthtonee None |-_--_-- \ oMiicee siti ats ini 
Pg ee ee ee | 272, 225 1, 755, 702 2, 027, 927 1, 702 2, 029, 629 
Total original reservation...-..------|-------- Sine Becicntnchict a's hccis cece eee ae ne 
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ATTACHMENT No. 3—Crow 
Acreage summary, July 1, 1957, to Dec. 31, 1957 























| | 
| | Total In- Govern- 
Tribal Allotted | dian trust ment- | Total 
acres acres lands, acres! owned acres 
| acres | 
Pe ni 
Dec. 31, 1957..... sath wasn ihe al GO capes anlorcts 272,225 | 1,386, 501 1, 658, 726 1, 702 | 1, 660, 428 
Disposals to fee status, July 1, 1957, to 
Dec. 31, 1957__- 8, 364 | Levante tt 95 
Acquisitions from fee status__.._._.____- Nowa! bt co tne 
Sales to tribe............-- iz None Lean 
FOIA ricci cincce 3 


272, 2 | 1, 394,865 | 1,667,090 | | 1,702| 1, 668, 792 
| | 





13. Section 2 of the Crow Act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. 751-753), has 
affected the sales and limiting the purchasers of land to persons within 
the acreage limitation as cited. Considerable work has been en- 
countered in checking of all bidders to insure compliance of the act. 
The tribal council had taken a positive e stand and requested the repeal 
of the section 2, under resolution No. 77; dated April 14, 1956. Later 
= council rescinded the resolution No. 77, and passed resolution No. 

2, dated June 8, 1957, retaining section 2. A congressional hearing 
yas held on the act and Congress now has pending legisl: ition regard. 
ing the act. 

Section 2, with its limitation has affected the sales by reason of 
limiting the purchasers to the nonviolators or persons within the 
acreage limitation. The question of receiving the full market value 
of the lands sold arises with the purchasers limited. Although the 
purchase prices on the land have been adequate and sometimes well 
above the appraisal. The question remains, would the land be sold 
at higher prices if the purchasers were not limited. The resolutions 
refer Ted to are submitted. 

14. (a) The Crow Tribe owns no undivided interest in lands. 

(6) Undivided interests owned by non-Indians has been a problem. 
By operation of law the non-Indian heir holds an unrestricted title 
to the land as of the date of inheritance. The regulations and laws 
concerning the issuance of title to the land by the use of form such as 
removal of restrictions, certificate of competen ey, ete., would not apply 
to a non-Indian and would be of no effect. The regulat ions and laws 
specifically pertain to Indians and so do not apply to non-Indians. 
Therefore the issuing of title to the lands has been a problem and 

“ ied systems being used are not entirely satisfactory. 

c) This reservation is not under the Reorganization Act. 

(a) Difficulty encountered has been mostly the leasing of multiple 
heirship lands. The problem of securing the signatures of all the 
heirs has been very difficult and time consuming and are bec ‘coming more 
so and at times impossible; as a result prospective lessees have been 
very reluctant in leasing land with multiple heirship. Therefore, 
several tracts of land are now unleased and heirs will not realize any 
rental from the lands until an acceptable bid has been received as a 
result of advertisement. The nonresident heirs of a multiple heirship 
land have been the major problem. The lack of correct addresses and 
the failure to notify this office of a change in address have been the 
main factor in this problem. Leases forwarded have been lost or 
returned without signature and quite frequently the letter containing 
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the lease has been returned and the whereabouts of the person is un- 
known or they have left no forwarding address. We will con- 
tinue to have this problem until we have legislation permitting the 
execution of a lease with the consent of heirs owning 51 percent 
interest. 

(e) Secretary’s authority has been used wherever it can be applied. 
The Crow Tribe is permitted to purchase land as well as any individual 
Indian permitted to purchase land. 


PART II—CROW 


The Crow Tribal Council has not indicated that they consider any 
tracts being sold as being key tracts. The tribe has never classified 
their lands or allotted lands into key tracts nor designated lands that 
should be held in trust. The individual owners have cooperated with 
this office and endeavor to select lands that are not key tracts and, 
therefore, applications involve lands that have been isolated or located 
in areas where the Indian landowners interests would not be affected. 
Also the owners have made an effort to keep the key tracts and have 
refrained from applying for sale of the land. Applications are 
screened carefully by this office and with the cooperation of the indi- 
vidual owners the sale of lands considered to be key tracts is generally 
avoided. 

We acquired land in trust from fee status on several occasions; as 
a result the individual was able to consolidate his or her holdings 
or establish a home base adjoining the original allotment. 


PART III—CROW 


The Crow Tribe has not employed any real-estate employees nor 
have they carried on real-estate activities. The land-purchase program 
was organized under Public Law No. 870, approved July 1, 1948, 
which provided for the sale to the Crow Tribe, of interests in estates 
of deceased Crow Indian allottees. The development of the program 
was delayed pending establishing procedures for purchase and resale 
to other Indians. A satisfactory sales contract agreement to be used 
in the resale of the land needed to be developed and other forms neces- 
sary to carry out the program. The tribe due to the pressing demands 
of other items of business has not passed the necessary resolutions to 
initiate the program. In October 1957, all the necessary details were 
developed essential to the land-purchase program and are now ready 
to be presented to the council for final action. The central office 
solicitor is reviewing the necessary forms. 

The Crow Tribal Leasing Service Enterprise was organized and 
approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on August 26, 1947. 
June 8, 1951, the Crow Tribal Council approved a modification of the 
enterprise, and the name was changed to “Crow Tribe Land Enter- 
prise.” The purpose of the original enterprise was limited in its pro- 
gram to clerical details involved in leasing of lands. The modified 
enterprise was set up to take over clerical and ministerial details in- 
volved in the leasing, permitting, and land-adjustment transactions 
of tribal and individual trust or restricted lands under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Crow Indian Agency. The present enterprise includes 
all instruments issued for the development of natural resources and 
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for the collection of fees. The enterprise was given the responsibility 
for the performance of clerical and ministerial work of a land-pur- 
chase program for the Crow Tribe and any sales to members of the 
Crow Tribe. The Tribal Enterprise employees carried the full load 
of work required in the branch of realty with the exception of the 
department head during the time when the enterprise was first or- 
ganized and have continued to carry the full workload until 1956. 
At that time civil-service positions were established and the key posi- 
tions or section heads were placed under civil service. Clerical posi- 
tions have been maintained under the enterprise and in consideration 
of the limited gratuity funds it is necessary to continue limited opera- 
tion of the enterprise to supplement the funds and needed personnel. 


RESOLUTION No. 77 


A resolution of the Crow Tribe repealing certain provisions of section 2 of the 
act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. 751), as amended by the act of June 8, 1940 
(54 Stat. 252), and with certain exceptions 


Be it resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States Congress be requested to enact a law providing as follows: 

“The first paragraph of section 2 of the Act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. 751), as 
amended by the Act of June 8, 1940 (54 Stat. 252), is hereby repealed. All con- 
veyances heretofore made in violation of the acreage limitations contained in 
such paragraph are hereby validated, ratified, and confirmed insofar as such 
acreage limitations are concerned, but the right to challenge such conveyances 
for any other cause recognized by law shall not be affected by this Act.” 

Be it further resolved, That the tribal attorney and tribal delegates be, and 
they hereby are, authorized to proceed to have bills introduced into both Houses 
of the Congress of the United States, and to otherwise promote the passage of 
such acts in order that the same may be enacted into law, and, if it becomes 
necessary, to appear before the committees of Congress for hearings thereon. 

Passed, adopted, and approved by the Crow Indian Tribal Council this 14th 
day of April 1956 by majority votes for adoption. 


RESOLUTION No. 132 


To authorize the chairman and secretary of the Crow Tribal Council to enter into 
a contract with an attorney or attorneys to associate with the tribal attorney 
to oppose any legislation or litigation relating to the repeal of section 2 of the 
act of June 4, 1920, and for other purposes 


Whereas that it is the sense of this meeting that many land titles held or 
claimed by non-Indians on the Crow Reservation are known to have been acquired 
in violation of section 2 of the Allotment Act of 1920; and 

Whereas that great concentrations of landownership by non-Indians were for- 
bidden by the 1920 act because Congress recognized such to be detrimental to the 
interest of the Crow Tribe as a whole; that the Crow Tribe here goes on record 
as declaring that it is concerned as a tribe to consistently oppose any legislation 
or litigation designed to deprive allottees or heirs of allottees of their right to 
recover possession of land illegally lost to large white landowners; and 

Whereas that therefore the Crow Tribe will give every assistance in its power 
to such allottees and heirs in their effort to recover such lands; and 

Whereas there has been introduced in the House of Representatives a bill 
entitled ‘“‘H. R. 2881” and a bill in the Senate entitled “S. 332”; both bills were 
introduced to validate the illegal titles acquired in the face of the prohibition of 
section 2 of the act of 1920; and 
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Whereas, in view of the importance and interests of the members of the Crow 
Tribe, we approve the employment of a special attorney or attorneys to represent 
the Crow Tribe before the Congress and committees thereof and other govern- 
mental bureaus and agencies having responsibilities in connection with this pro- 
posed legislation: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the chairman and secretary of the Crow Tribal Council are 
authorized to enter into a contract with an attorney or firm of attorneys to asso- 
ciate with the tribal attorney for such representation, upon such conditions as 
they determine to be in the best interest of the Crow Tribe, provided that the 
amount for compensation and expenses under any such contract shall not exceed 
$5,000 ; be it further 

Resolved, That in the event such proposed legislation is defeated the chairman 
and secretary are further authorized to enter into a contract with such attorney 
or other attorneys to associate with the tribal attorney in representing the Crow 
Tribe in court proceedings to restore such lands to the rightful legal owners, upon 
such conditions as they determine to be in the best interests of the Crow Tribe, 
provided that the amount for compensation and expenses under any such contract 
shall not exceed $10,000 per contract year. 

-assed, approved, and adopted this 8th day of June 1957 by the Crow Tribal 
Council at a duly assembled meeting of said council by 169 votes for the adoption 
of this resolution and 100 votes against the adoption of this resolution. 








3. FLATHEAD AGENCY 


DrEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFFAIRS, 
Dixon, Mont., June 6, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Murray: The comprehensive 10-year record of all 
transactions involving the disposition and the acquisition of Indian 
land requested by your letter of April 17, 1958, with enclosures, so 
that current proposals in the Congress concerning Indian lands may 
be effectively considered, is submitted. 


PART I—FLATHEAD 


1. The Flathead Indian Reservation was established by the Hellgate 
Treaty of July 16, 1955 (12 Stat. 975). There were 1,240,000 acres 
reserved by this treaty. By Presidential proclamation of May 22, 
1909 (3 Kapp. 655), the reservation was opened to homesteading and 
a large acreage of the reservation was alienated. On July 1, 1947, 
the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes had 414,835 acres in 
trust ownership. The tribes had no fee lands in their ownership on 
July 1, 1947. 

2. Individual members of the tribes were allotted land in severalty 
in accordance with the act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stat. 388), as 
amended by the act of May 8, 1906 (36 Stat. 182), and the act of 
February 25, 1920 (41 Stat. 452), as amended by the act of June 16, 
1950 (64 Stat. 229). On July 1, 1947, individual Indians owned 
226,998 acres of trust or restricted land. 

3. The number of transactions, by years, by which trust lands were 
transferred to fee status are : 


Fiscal year: Transactions | Fiscal year—Continued Transactions 
I Nai Ra Sitti eats as cen atl 9 Bsc cictcian tasanc tats inadiaena eaten 14 
in csinti iep icp calohccelegrastnlnaicsipinaceneltiian 10 ashe i eid paint er tenia scan ec tnics coaekcoba sachin 16 
SO itil iat cdi ics asesiterinten bi capatitaaceciciiiilaal 14 EEE peaedieascieceatS dace deb hiteldsenkians stain te 13 
ict: sects ctninteatinateasmanical 26 


4. The number of acres lost from trust status to fee status as a 
result of the various transactions in item 3, above, are: 


Fiscal year: Acres | Fiscal year—Continued Acres 
ini: tenccuaidttinteie scilimiaia = kattiaeatd 851 a i ala da 2, 202 
Ria nthinacv di hsiattirG cipaiataanccataitanton’ 1, 545 ited eles 0s aa ubeeancies ele 2, 646 
Pe tact eapniepinsteiaitnintemnc lei tits cei 2, 362 DC ih ice inital es hss intact nal 1, 913 
Fe  ibiiinienseencehcianiialitaiaiaampaitiitadt 2, 282 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 325 


5. The number of transactions shown in item 3 above which allowed 
the transfer of land from a trust status to a fee status by type of 
transaction are: 





| Patents-in- |Certificates of} Removal of | Fee status by| Partion- 











| 
| 
Fiscal year fee | competency | restrictions inheritance | ment 

| | } } 

| | 
SD ates ans oacoece cPornea 7 | 2 0 0 | 0 
1952... d 1 1 1 | 0 
a a ae ee 7 | 0 | 0 | 0 
kt ancdddndndaadsaweess 16 8 | 2 0 | 0 
WN ss res eRe 12 2 0 | 0 0 
1956... .. 15 1 | 0 | 0 | 0 
1967... ‘ ha wee 10 2 


0 | 0 | 1 


6. The acreage, by year, on which trust status was removed by 
breakdown of the type of transactions are: 








! 
Fiscal year | Patents-in- |Certificates of} Removal of | Sales | Exchanges 
fee | competency | restrictions 
| —— — | ---___-_| - ‘i — " 
Neds 0 | 0 | 0 | 160 | 200 
Soe 0} 0 |} 0 | 120 0 
=D. 0 | 0 0 | 0 | 0 
627 | 80 | 0 | 0 144 
715 | 40 | 20 | 750 | 0 
953... Secetcuabidiies thabetssi 579 | 282 | 0 | 1, 341 160 
1954. . eae eer 1, 144 320 | 159 659 | 0 
SOMA civ iid es LG $a) 922 | 120 | 0 | 1, 160 | 0 
a i ee 2, 081 | 40 0 525 | 0 
1957... f s J 4 989 80 0 831 0 


7. The number of consummated transactions on lands not previously 
in Indian ownership, by years, are: 


Fiscal year: Transactions | Fiscal year—Continued Transactions 
ce ica caicnleaiuh inde laaiea ie 10 TR stdindnkl ccc iniendbiied 7 
DO tsp dae gtinnitneal 7 Desa qonitenmendamemls tf 
BI ccesacko cies aetna msieiiccimepeinmen 5 


8. The acreage of previously non-Indian owned lands that were ac- 
quired in a trust status: 


Fiscal year: Acres | Fiscal year—Continued Acres 
iN a ti at 1, 674 OUD. i ickneddiabicntiandabedltitlcsll 827 
i Nt ai cia tl 841 Di sieviritcenssceunedbnincanilataee anes, 1, 511 
Pe sacar cre cie aceia coi eha en dinetntaiees 149 


9. The types of transactions by which previously non-Indian owned 
lands were acquired in a trust status are: 


Purchases 





| Exchanges 


Fiscal year: 





| 
1948. oe nt , SOS EEN Sioa oe | 3 | 7 
1949 c ; 3 | 4 
a ea aa 4 1 
1951. ais 3 4 
1953 0 | 4 
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10. The acreage acquired as a result of the transactions mentioned 
in item 9 are: 


| 
| Exchanges Purchases 





Fiscal year: 


310 1, 364 
161 680 
139 10 
350 47 
1, 511 0 





11. The tribes owned no fee lands on December 31, 1957; how- 


ever, they owned 528,693.76 acres in a trust status. 

12. There were 102,545.73 acres of trust or restricted land in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

13. The act of March 3, 1933 (47 Stat. 1753) provided for the addi- 
tion of 11 persons to the final roll of the Ssdiane of the Flathead 
Reservation. Ten of the 11 were to receive allotment of lands on the 
Flathead form available unallotted lands. The act of June 18, 1934 
(48 Stat. 984), has affected the acquisition, disposal, and leasing of 
lands. The effect of this bill will be discussed in more detail in 
answering item 14 of this section. 

There has been no study made of the cause and effect of sales of 
lands; however, the Tribal Council of the Confederated Salish and 
Kootenai Tribes has through resolution expended large sums of tribal 
funds to acquire a very sizable acreage of individual Indian and non- 
Indian lands in Indian communal use areas. In addition, to the 
expenditure of funds the tribes negotiated exchanges to consolidate 
their holdings in range land use areas. The acreage, acquisition con- 
sideration, present use, and terms and tenure of use of some of these 
tracts are: 

Polson Sheep Co.; approved November 29, 1945: 13,466.34 acres; 
$59,699.10; used by two Indian stock associations on a 3-year permit 
for a rental of $1,291.20 per year. 

Owen exchange; approved July 22, 1944: 200 acres; $1 and use of 
other lands; used by Indian lessee on a 3-year basis at $24 per year 
rental. 

McTucker land purchase; council Resolution No. 728, dated July 19, 
1950; approved October 13, 1950: 320 acres; $4240; permitted to an 
Indian stock association for 3 years at an annual rental of $38. 

Cantrel land exchange; approved July 28, 1950: 40 acres; for lands 
of equal value; permitted to an Indian stock association for 3 years 
at an annual rental of $2. 

Pringle land purchase; approved December 29, 1947: 1,180 acres; 
$6,785; permitted to an Indian stock association for 3 years at an 
annual rental of $112.80. 

Carey land purchase; approved April 15, 1949: 160 acres; $1; 
leased to a non-Indian married to a tribal member for 5 years at the 
annual rental of $50. 

Morin exchange; approved March 21, 1951: 160 acres; and 70.71 
acres; exchanged 200 acres of tribal land of equal value; a 3-year 
permit to an Indian stock association at an annual rental of $16. 

Kickinghorse land purchase (Interior appropriation, act of July 
12, 1943, Public Law 133, 78th Cong.) : 80 and 100.55 acres; acquired 
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for $1,400 and $1,270 respectively ; the tracts are permitted to an 
Indian stock association for 3 years at $14 annual rental. 

State land purchase ; Council tesolutions Nos. X-678 and 754 dated 
March 1, 1949, and Febr uary 23, 1951; transaction approved July 
24, 1952: 

Acres, 640; $6,080; 3-year permit to Indian stock association 
at annual rental of $62. 40. 

Acres, 640; $8,320; 3-year permit to a non-Indian at an annual 
rental of $268.80. 

Acres, 160; $3,200; 3-year permit to a non-Indian at an annual 
rental of $56. 

Acres, 400; $4,400; 3-year permit to a non-Indian at an annual 
rental of $49. 

Wildhorse Island exchange: approved May 10, 1946 (Private Law 

279, 81st Cong., ch. 590; 1st sess. H. R. 1976). 1,903.29 acres; ex- 
changed 605.09 acres of tribal land; 3-year permit to an Indian stock 
association at an annual rental of $238. 

Bruns Ranch exchange; approved September 19, 1938, Resolu- 
tion No. 54, dated September 3, 1937: 1,953.05 acres; exchanged 5 
million feet of tribal timber ; there is a tribal standard assignment for 
life to a tribal member on 734 acres at an annual rental of $98.96 and 
a 3-year permit at an annual rental of $60 to the same tribal member 
on the balance (1,219.05 acres). 

In line with your letter of April 17, I wish to call your attention 
to the difference in acreage of lands listed above, acquired during the 
period covered by this report, and the acreage figures shown in item 
10. The acreages were obtained from the record of approved trans- 
actions and the tracts listed are those case files on record at this 
office. 

The following lands were purchased under authority of the act of 
August 9, 1957 (50 Stat. 575). The transactions were approved from 
December 1, 1937, through August 15, 1940. 

Acres, 80; $4,550; standard assignment for life to a tribal 
member at an annual rental of $92. 

Acres, 70; $1,400; reserved for an Indian village. 

Acres, 160; $400; 4-year lease to a non-Indian at an annual 
rental of $24. 

Acres, 647.58; $6,799.59; 3-year lease on 35 acres to a tribal 
member at $100 annual rental: the balance of 612.58 acres per- 
mitted to an Indian stock asseciation for 3 years with rental of 
$40 annually. 

Acres, 50; $1,000; leased to an Indian for 5 years at an annual 
rental of $100. 

Acres, 180; $9,915; leases to an Indian for 4 years at annual 
rental of $100. 

Acres, 14.767 ; $2,026.02 ; reserved for Indian village. 

Acres, 275; $3,330; 55 acres assigned to a tribal member for life 
at rental rate of $15.20 per annum: the remaining 220 acres per- 
mitted to an Indian stock association for 3 years at rental of 
$16 per year. 

Acres, 220; $8,000 and 60 acres $740; assigned to a tribal mem- 
ber for life at $139 per year rental. 

Acres, 1.582 ; $94.92 ; reserved for Indian village. 
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Acres, 360; $7,600; standard assignment for life to a tribal 
member at $132 annual rental. 

Acres, 600; $3,080; 60 acres leased to a tribal member for 1 year 
at $125 rental: the balance is leased to another tribal member 
for 10 years at $250 per year. 

Acres, 22.14; $1,500; standard assignment for life to a member 
of the tribe at $30 annual rental. 

Acres, 35; $140; leased to a non-Indian for 5 years at an annual 
rental of $10.50. 

In addition to these acquisitions by the tribes, their last purchase 
program which permitted the purchase of timbered-grazing lands on 
the periphery of the reservation terminated in January 1957. This 
program was authorized by Tribal Resolution No. 807, a copy of which 
is attached, and enabled the tribes to acquire 82,753.24 acres from their 
members at a cost of $932,512.18. 

The tribes are again embarking on a similar program which was 
authorized by Tribal Resolution No. 973. The plan of operation for 
this program and the authorizing resolution is attached. 

The tribes have by secretarial restoration orders, listed below, had 
numerous townsite lots and villa site lots restored to their ownership. 
The lots were lands upon which no entry was made as the result of 
homesteading on the reservation. 

Restoration order, dated February 13, 1936. 

Restoration order, dated April 21, 1936. 

Restoration order, dated December 11, 1937. 

Amendment to restoration order of December 11, 1937, dated 
December 12, 1941. 

Amendment to restoration order of December 11, 1937, dated 
March 3, 1942. 

Restoration order of August 29, 1956. 

There is at present Tribal Resolution No. 972, a copy of which is 
enclosed, in the Commissioner of Indian Affairs office, for the con- 
sideration of the Secretary of the Interior, for restoration to the tribes, 
additional townsite lots and agency reserve lands which are no longer 
required for the purpose for which they were reserved. 

14. (a) There has been no difficulty arise in acquiring lands in which 
the tribal organization has a vested interest in common with indi- 
viduals. The disposal of such tracts may in delineating the vested 
rights of owners in common, if the tribes are one of the owners, cause 
some problem. The most noticeable, at this time, is the division of 
timber should a timbered allotment granted under the act of February 
25, 1920 (41 Stat. 452) as amended by the act of June 16, 1950 (64 
Stat. 229). 

(6) Any lands offered for sale in which there is a non-Indian or 
alien Indian interest may bring smaller returns to the Indian owner. 
This may be due to the prospective purchaser’s reluctance to submit 
an adequate bid since he may not be able to acquire the unrestricted 
interest as well as the problem of peaceful relations with the other 
owners in common. The other side of the picture may be the diffi- 
culty encountered in managing such property in the event the un- 
restricted owners in common decide to dispose of their interest. 
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(c) On reservations which have accepted the Indian Reorganization 
Act, such as this reservation, minors encounter considerable difficulty 
in disposing of their lands. Conver sely, it is equally as difficult for the 
tribes or its members to acquire such lands. The appointment of legal 
guardians for minors and incompetent individuals through State court 
is prohibitive in most instances. The attorney fees would exceed the 
returns that most of the owners would receive from the sale, that is, 
providing the land sold. This situation may become very acute in the 
presently formulated tribal land-purchase program. The tribal or- 
ganization has become aware of this problem and has requested their 
attorney to prepare an ordinance to grant the tribal court authority 
to appoint legal guardians for the purpose of disposing of minor’s and 
incompetent’s property. 

(d) The multiple-ownership problem on the Flathead Reservation 
is one of great concern since approximately 50 percent of the enrollees 
and landowners reside off of the reservation. In addition to their non- 
residency, a large proportion of the absentee landowners are second 
and third generation Flathead Indians who have never visited their 
reservation nor do they know the location of their lands. As a result, 
the transaction of realty functions at this jurisdiction requires the 
talents of all personnel to keep the owners informed, to answer in- 
quiries, and to obtain the owners’ opinions on matter pertaining to 
their land. 

The leasing and permitting of multiple-ownership lands has devel- 
oped into a complex problem of astronomical proportions in admin- 
istering and managing the lands of absentee owners. Lessees and per- 
mittees are discouraged from using the land when there are large 
numbers of owners. This not only affects the income of the owners 
but often increases the encumbrance against the land from operation 
and maintenance assessments of lands in the Flathead irrigation proj- 
ect if permitted to le idle. The disagreement among the heirs over 
the terms of a lease, over the lessee, and over the various types of 
transactions necessary to carry out the requests of any of the heirs 
is often difficult to resolve as a result of their number or absence from 
the reservation. 

(e) The Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands of minors or 
incompetents to individual Indians has had very limited use. The 
most extensive use of this authority was made during the period of the 
last tribal purchase program. 


PART II—FLATHEAD 


It is the opinion of Bureau officials at this jurisdiction that no key 
tracts have been sold to individual Indians or non-Indians. There 
is a tract of former Indian land, alienated by inheritance to a non- 
Indian, which the tribes are in the process of purchasing. Title to 
this tract will be taken in fee since it is felt by the tribal council that 
this tract is essential so that proper use of adjacent tribal lands may 
be secured and that the tract should be acquired before the owner 
sells to a neighboring non-Indian land owner. 








330 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


PART ILI—FLATHEAD 


There are 10 tribal employees. The services of two employees are 
used in pessoreund land transactions. 

The lease clerk has a grade and salary comparable to a GS-7, 
$4,660 per annum. The incumbent is responsible for those realty 
functions pertaining to leasing and permitting of individual Indian 
and tribal lands and the checking of right-of-way applications, maps, 
and the preparation of schedules of damages as result of right of way. 

The clerk-stenographer has a grade comparable to a GS-5, $3,940 
per annum. The incumbent serves as secretary to the realty officer 
and supplements this duty by performing clerical work in the Ac- 
quisition and disposal section of the branch of realty. 

The tribes do not have in their employ a real-estate adviser or con- 
sultant on tribal real-estate activities. The branch of realty at this 
agency provides the tribes with this service when requested to do so, as 
well as keeping the tribes informed on realty developments which 
may be of interest tothem. The area office, branch of realty, also pro- 
vides a similar service when requested by the tribal council. The 
tribal council has a subcommittee known as the natural-resources com- 
mittee that recommends action and provides information to its parent 
organization on all natural-resources matters, including realty activi- 
ties. This committee has no approval authority on tribal realty mat- 
ters; however, their recommendations are seldom rejected by the 
council. The tribes have not employed private consultants to study 
any particular phase of its real-estate activities. This office has not 
discouraged the tribes from soliciting the services of or retaining such 
a person in a consultant or advisory position. 

This office has felt the need and demand for the tribes employing a 
full-time business manager to expedite certain phases of tribal busi- 
ness, including realty transactions, so that the tribal council would 
have more time to concentrate on more weighty matters requiring 
their immediate and undivided attention. The employment of expert 
engineer-consultants to evaluate the hydroelectric power sites located 
on the Flathead River and to make studies on the rental received from 
Kerr Dam, a developed power site, by the tribes is the only type of 
outside consultant services they have secured. 

The tribes have a Tribal Land Enterprise which was established in 
1948. The enterprise was to provide realty services for the tribes and 
individual members thereof. The enterprise was to be self-supporting 
from fees collected from the processing of various land transactions. 
The fees charged were in proportion to the total consideration of each 
transaction. The tribes were unable to provide the services for which 
the enterprise was originally established. This inadequacy of service 
was in part due to the inability of the tribes to find adequately trained 
personnel to perform the work and the lack of fees to hire sufficient 
personnel. Consequently, the salaries for their employees are taken 
from their general fund rather than from the enterprise fund. For the 
period, July 1, 1951, to June 30, 1957, $11,183.38 was obtained from 
lease fees and $5,447.50 was collected from land sale fees. The tribes 
have not employed more than 1 employee in the enterprise, for any 
period of time, until 1955. Since this time, two persons have been 
employed. 
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Asa result of the understafling in realty and the lack of sufficiently 
trained personnel, land cases backlogged, land records were neither 
set up nor maintained, and there was disregard for any form of ad- 
ministrative procedure in recording and handling requests for land 
transactions. As a result, the current, partially, Government staffed 
realty branch and the United States Government are occasionally 
placed in a somewhat embarrassing position. In order to continue 
the present enterprise form of operation, it would be necessary to 
increase the fees 150 percent to pay the salaries of the 2 employees. 
If such were to be done, the United States Government would be 
burdened with trespass action and other management difficulties, the 
expense of which would far exceed the cost of paying the salaries of 
the enterprise employees from gratuity funds. 

The tribal council or the area office have not been instructed to turn 
nie estate operations over to the Bureau; however, for good adminis- 

‘ative procedure, personnel relations, and general good will it would 
puss that single sponsorship rather than dual sponsorship of such 
a function as realty operations would be a better arrangement. There 
are definite policy, procedure, and regulations that have to be follow ed, 
for the protection of the landowner as well as the Government, in 
consummating any land transaction. In fulfilling the requirements 
of completing. a transaction, the unbiased approac hy promotes good will 
from the public with w hich re: alty personnel has to deal. Government 
employees have definite behavior patterns they must follow as well as 
the obligations such personnel have to their work and to the Govern- 
ment. ¢ ‘onsequently, their effectiveness by training and moral obli- 
gations to their employer enables the work to be carried out more 
expeditiously and economically. It is, however, commendable of the 
tri a to expend their funds and manpower in helping support the 
functions associated with the branch of realty when this service is a 
United States Government responsibility as trustee. 

Sincerely yours, 


Cuar.es 8S. Spencer, Superintendent. 


80451—58——_23 
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RESOLUTION No. 807 oF THE GOVERNING Bopy OF THE CONFEDERATED SALISH AND 
KOOTENAI TRIBES OF THE FLATHEAD RESERVATION, AN INDIAN CHARTERED 
CORPORATION 


Authorizing the purchase of the so-called 1920 allotments located within the 
established timber units on the Flathead Reservation 


Whereas there are now some 517 of the 1920 allotments comprising about 
76,000 acres scattered throughout the currently established timber units, all of 
which units are described in the approved forest management plan; and 

Whereas it is highly desirable that these allotments, many of which are in 
multiple heirship status, be purchased by the Flathead Tribes to protect such 
lands from alienation, and to provide for the unified ownership of these lands for 
the sustained production and conservation of the timber and grazing resources 
of the Flathead Reservation ; and 

Whereas such purchase of the scattered allotted lands which are interspersed 
with tribal timberlands will provide for the effective management and operation 
of the established timber units in a perpetually productive manner for the bene- 
fit of all members of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Council of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes of 
the Flathead Reservation, in special session assembled, on January 8, 1955, 
at which nine members are present : 

1. Authorizes the purchase for tribal ownership all of the 1920 allotments 
located within established timber units, providing the allottee owners are willing 
to sell. 

2. The rates to be paid for such lands shall be in accordance with the minimum 
rates proposed in the appraisal paper entitled “Proposed Method of Appraising 
Cutover Allotments, Flathead Reservation’; prepared by regional forester, 
Thomas L. Carter, dated December 31,1952, except that higher rates may be 
applied in individual cases where unusual values may justify higher rates. <A 
copy of such appraisal paper is attached and made a part hereof. 

3. All mineral rights shall be included in such purchase. 

4. No grantors fees shall be charged allottees in the negotiation of such 
purchases. 

5. The area director is requested to disapprove all fee patents and/or super- 
vised sales of allotments within the purchase areas covered by this program 
during the operation of such program, and should supervised sales be initiated 
following the close of the purchase program, it is requested that the tribe be 
allowed the privilege of meeting the high bids in such sales. 

6. The purchase program shall proceed in an orderly and progressive manner ; 
all allotments which are for sale shall be purchased in area No. 1 on the attached 
map first, the allotments in area 2 shall be purchased next, and so forth, by areas 
as progressively numbered on the map. Exceptions shall be made to this progres- 
sion in cases where allottees who are indebted to the tribe, or who own key 
tracts, desire to sell their 1920 allotments. 

7. The exchange of tribal lands outside timber areas for 1920 allotted lands 
within timber areas may be made in accordance with established procedure. 

8. It is desirable to use local tribal funds reimbursed by Treasury funds as 
authorized by Resolution No. 802, dated September 24, 1952, which funds will 
be used for the purchase of the 1920 allotments. A voucher will be prepared 
by tribal officials describing the land purchased and the amount to be paid for 
each tract. Vouchers will be filed for a permanent record. 


CERTIFICATE 


The foregoing resolution was on January 8, 1953, duly adopted by the Tribal 
Council of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Reserva- 
tion, Mont., by a vote of 9 for, 0 opposed and 0 not voting, pursuant to authority 
vested in it by section 5 (B) (E) of the corporate charter of the tribes, ratified 
by the tribes on April 23, 1936, issued by the Secretary of the Interior on April 21, 
1936, pursuant to section 17 of the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984). 
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PROPOSED METHOD OF APPRAISING CUTOVER ALLOTMENTS, FLATHEAD RESERVATION 


It is recommended that the timber values on the cutover aloltments which 
the tribe proposes to purchase be appraised on the basis of capitalization of a 
permanent periodic income. Since the property is being operated under a 
sustained-yield plan of management to yield a cut every 60 years, the nature 
of the problem is to determine the present worth of individual tracts (allotments), 
at a definite rate of interest, of a permanent series of income payments. 

A generally accepted formula for computing the present net worth of timber 
stands in similar circumstances is stated as: 

a 


~ 


(1.0p '—1) 
In this formula: 
C=present capital value 
a=periodic payment 
‘Interval between payments 
p= interest rate 


The amount of the periodic payment is the market value of the timber which 
can be harvested at the end of each 60-year period, and since it is difficult if 
not impossible to predict unit values that far into the future, common practice 
is to apply present unit values to the estimated future volume. If acceptable 
to all parties concerned it can be reasonably and conservatively assumed that 
on the average timbered allotment on the Flathead Reservation the annual 
net increment will be 100 feet board measure per acre. By obtaining the 
volume in this manner the net amount of which is 6,000 feet board measure 
we can multiply this volume by the current average contract price per thousand 
feet and obtain “a” in the formula. 

“? in the formula is 60 years, because the approved management plan for 
the Flathead Reservation provides for a 60-year cutting cycle. 

The interest rate most comomnly used is 5 percent. This value, if acceptable, 
would be substituted for “p” in the formula. 

The present average contract price per thousand feet for all species combined 
is about $20. 

Substituting in the formula, then we have: 


120 
$6.79 ————_—P resent per-acre value of the land for timber 
(1.05 ®—1) production on a managed sustained-yield plan of 
operation. 


In addition to the timber production value these lands have a value for graz- 
ing use. Since there is an average annual return of about 15 cents per acre, 
and the return or income from grazing being an annual payment, it is suggested 
that the average income from this source be capitalized at 5 percent’ to obtain 
the value of the land for grazing purposes. Calculating the grazing value on 
this basis we obtain a per-acre value of 0.15/.05, or $3 per acre. 

Taking the timber production value together with the grazing value, the total 
average value of these lands is indicated to be $6.79 plus $3, or $9.79 per acre. 

Providing this average appraisal can be applied to all of the land to be pur- 
chased by the tribe the entire procedure will have been tremendously simplified. 

The timber value should be applied to those areas within the allotments which 
are classified as commercial timberlands according to the timber type map which 
is available. The rate for grazing value should be applied to the entire acreage of 
each allotment, except in rare cases where there may be barren lands or lands 
inaccessible to livestock. 


1The rate of 5 percent is generally accepted by appraisers for capitalization purposes. 
This is the rate used by Henry T. Murray, Missoula, in his appraisal of rangelands on the 
Wind River Reservation, Riverton withdrawal area. 
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JUSTIFICATION 


It is a well established and recognized axiom that land is worth only what it 
will produce. Mr. Mont H. Saunderson, of Bozeman, Mont., a well established 
appraiser of ranch properties, contends that a cow is worth her home. Stated 
in reverse it can, therefore, be submitted that the cow’s home is worth the cow. 
Mr. Henry T. Murray, custom appraiser of Missoula, Mont., prepared an ap- 
praisal covering 58,000 acres of scattered Indian lands within the Riverton 
reclamation withdrawal area on the Wind River Reservation, dated May 1, 1952. 
His values for grazing land were obtained by capitalization of fair annual rental 
values at 5 percent. He also recommended a flat average rate per acre for the 
entire area, even though it was shown that small acreages in many of the individ- 
ual tracts were irrigable or are now being irrigated and farmed. 

In the instant case it can be stated that the Flathead timberlands are being 
operated under the provisions of a long-time sustained-yield management plan 
in accordance with Federal legislation. It can reasonably be expected that the 
major portion, if not all, of these lands will continue to be so operated, whether 
they are sold to the United States or whether they are at some future time to be 
managed by a tribal corporation. The purchase of timberland in these circum- 
stances has a national as well as local conservation aspect, which is quite 
different from a complete and permanent liquidation of all timber assets on such 
lands at the time of purchase. 

It is granted that there is some variation as to the volume of timber per 
acre and the range capacity of the Flathead allotments which are located within 
the established logging units; however, such variation is not great, and the 
proposed purchase program would operate much more rapidly if the averag 
rates per acre were applied. 

THOMAS L. Carter, Regional Forester. 

BILuines, Mont., December 31, 1952. 


RESOLUTION No. 972 OF THE GOVERNING Bopy OF THE CONFEDERATED SALISH AND 
KooTENAI TRIBES OF THE FLATHEAD RESERVATION, AN INDIAN CHARTERED 
CORPORATION 


A resolution requesting the restoration of certain townsite lots and agency re- 
serve lands, and requesting that lands in the same category that are undisposed 
and “open” lands be offered for sale 


Whereas the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Reser- 
vation, is an Indian chartered corporation under the act of June 18, 1934 (48 
Stat. 984) ; and 

Whereas certain portions of land situated within the exterior boundaries of 
the Flathead Indian Reservation were set aside in accordance with the act of 
April 28, 1904 (33 Stat. 302), as amended by the act of March 3, 1905 (33 
Stat. 1048, 1080), Executive orders (3 Kapp. 680, 4 Kapp. 1026), as townsites 
and agency reserve lands; and 

Whereas certain townsite lots have not been entered upon and that some 
agency reserve lands are not being used for the purposes for which they were 
reserved, it appears that the needs and best interests of the Confederated Salish 
and Kootenai Tribes can be better served if such tracts were returned to tribal 
ownership; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Tribal Council of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai 
Tribes of the Flathead Reservation, composed of 10 members of whom 10 were 
present, constituing a quorum, at a special meeting held March 28, 1958, That 
Resolution No. 955 is revoked; that the Secretary of the Interior restore all 
lands shown on the attached schedule I; that the Secretary of the Interior 
revoke his orders of September 19, 1934, and November 2, 1934, insofar as they 
pertain to the undisposed “open” lands described on the attached schedule IT; 
and that said lands be offered for sale and the proceeds therefrom will be 
credited to the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes’ treasury account. 


CERTIFICATE 


The foregoing resolution was on March 28, 1958, duly adopted by a vote of 
9 for, 0 opposed, and 1 not voting by the Tribal Council of the Confederated 
Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Reservation, pursuant to authority 
vested in it by section 5 (b) of its charter, and article VI, section 1 (a), (c), 
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and (u) of its constitution approved by the Secretary of the Interior on October 
28, 1985, and approved as amended by the tribes, adopted December 10, 1948, 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior on December 22, 1948. 
Attest: 
WALTER W. McDONALD, 
Chairman, Tribal Council. 
Rosert A. McCrea, 
Secretary-Treasury, Tribal Council. 





ScHEDULE I 


LANDS FOR RESTORATION TO TRIBAL OWNERSHIP OF THE CONFEDERATED SALISH AND 
KOOTENAI TRIBES OF THE FLATHEAD INDIAN RESERVATION 


Camas townsite: 
Block 6, school reserve. 
Block 10, lots 1 to 6, inclusive. 
Block 22, public reserve. 
Perma townsite: NEY%SW*¥ sec. 31, T. 19 N., R. 23 W. (not platted). 
Pablo townsite: 
Block 25, lots 1 and 2. 
Block 37, lots 1 and 2. 
Yellow Bay townsite: 
Block 5, lots 1 to 5, inclusive, 8 to 12, inclusive. 
Block 4, lots 1 to 3, inclusive, 7 to 8, 11 to 12. 
Block 12, lots 4 to 6, inclusive. 
Block 14, reserve. 
Charlo (Tabor) townsite: 
Block 17, lots 1 to 3, inclusive. 
Block 19, lots 1 to 9, inclusive. 
Block 20, lots 1 to 9, inclusive. 
Block 21, lots 1 to 4, inclusive. 
Moiese townsite: SY%ANE% sec. 28, T. 19 N., R. 21 W., comprising 80 acres. 
Agency reserve lands: 
St. Ignatius: Beginning at the 4.4 corner, to sections 14 and 23, T. 18 N., 
R. 20 W., principal meridian, Montana, N. 0° 1’ W., 10 chs.; E. 5 chs.; 
N. 0° 1’ W. 20 chs.; EB. 15 chs.; S. 0° 1’ E., 18 chs.; W. 7 chs.; 8. 0° 1’ E., 
12 chs.; W. 13 chs.; to point of beginning in E448SH% sec. 14, T. 18 N., 
R. 20 W., principal meridian, Montana, containing 41.60 acres, more or 
less, excepting from the effect of this restoration; Lowever, that certain 
parcel of ground in 2 tracts containing 3.78 acres heretofore conveyed to 
G. H. Beckwith by patent under the act of June 27, 1918 (40 Stat. 616), 
described as follows: 
Starting at the southeast corner of sec. 14, T. 18 N., R. 20 W., 
principal meridian, Montana; thence N. 0°1’ W., along the section 
line common to sees. 13 and 14, 793.7 feet, thence S. 30°46’ W., 463.1 
feet; thence N. 0°1’ W., 48.8 feet to the point of beginning; thence 
N. 56°37’ W., 377.6 feet; thence S. 0°1’ E., 462.8 feet; thence N. 89°35’ 
E., 314.3 feet; thence N. 0°1’ W., 253 feet to the point of beginning, 
first tract containing 2.58 acres; starting at this point thence N. 0°1’ 
W., 72.2 feet, to the point of beginning of tract 2; thence N. 56°37’ W., 
298 feet; thence N. 31°10’ W., 130 feet; thence N. 58°50’ E., 96 feet; 
thence 45°33’ E., 115 feet; thence S. 65°6’ E., 264.3 feet; thence S. 
33°23’ W., 160 feet to the point of beginning, containing 1.20 acres; and 
8.50 acre tract to be retained for the irrigation project use and de- 
scribed as follows: Starting at the southeast corner of sec. 14, thence 
N. 0°01’ W., along the section line common to sees. 13 and 14, 793.7 
feet to the point of beginning: which is 8S. 0°01’ E., 33 feet, from the 
l4og corner; thence 8. 89°46’ W., 463.1 feet; thence N. 0°1’ W., 121 feet; 
thence N. 33°23’ E., 160 feet, which is along the east boundary of the 
Beckwith property ; thence N. 65°6’ W., 264.2 feet: thence N. 45°33’ W., 
158.12 feet, which is along the north boundary of the Beckwith prop- 
erty; thence N. 59°00’ E., 832.15 feet: thence S. 0°01’ E., 894.8 feet, 
to the point of beginning; containing after making the exceptions above 
specified 29.32 acres, more or less. 
Ronan: S%SE\% see. 36, T. 21 N., R. 20 W., principal meridian, Montana, 
and beginning at corner of secs. 1 and 2, T. 20 N., R. 20 W., thence E. along 
township line, 10 chs.; S. 0°1’ E., 6 chs.; W. 10 chs.; N. 0°1’ W., 6 chs.; 
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to, point of beginning in lot 4, see. 1, T. 20 N., R. 20 W., principal meridian, 
Montana, except W4%SWYSWYKSEM, WKE“LSWYUSWYKSEY, WHEW 
S4SWYSWYSEY, WKHEXLEXZE“YSWYSWUKSEMY, SUNWYSWH 
SEY% and NYUNWYSWYSEY, EVLEWEKSEYSWYSWYSEY, W'% 
SWUSEYSWUSEY, WYHELSWYSEYSWUSEX, containing after the 
above exceptions, 64.4375 acres. 

Camas Hot Springs: SE4SE\, sec. 33, T. 22 N., R. 24 W., principal me- 
ridian, Montana, containing 40 acres. 

Pablo: N4NW%, SWYNWH, sec. 12, and EYEYWNEY, sec. 11, T. 21 N., 
R. 20 W., principal meridian, Montana, except EY,NEYNEY, sec. 11, and 
NWYNWYUNWYNWY, Sec. 12, containing, after the exceptions, 187.50 
acres, more or less. 

Dixon: SE%SW4, sec. 9, lot 7, sec. 8, and lots 1, 2, NASWYNEX\, sec. 
17, NW%, NEWYSWY, sec. 16, SLSEYNEY, NEWYSEYNEY, and 
EYNWYSEYUNEY, sec. 17, T. 18 N., R. 21 W., principal meridian, Mon- 
tana, comprising 407.42 acres, more or less. 

Bridge site: Lot 4, sec. 2, T. 16 N., R. 20 W., principal meridian, Montana, 
containing 39.61 acres. 

Jocko: W%E“SWK, NWYSWH, SWY%SWY, sec. 16, T. 16 N., R. 20 W., 
principal meridian, Montana, excepting EYZANWYNEYSWYSWH, W% 
WUNEYUNEYSWUSWY, of said sec. 16 and 8.40 acres previously pat- 
ented to the Catholic Church in said sec. 16, comprising, after the excep- 
tion, 109.725 acres, more or less, reserving a 60-foot right-of-way for road 
across the SW%4,SW¥% for public use, constructed and maintained by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 


SCHEDULE II 
UNDISPOSED OPEN LANDS To BE OFFERED FOR SALE (FLATHEAD) 


Camas townsite: 
Block 19, lot 3. 
Block 20, lot 11. 
Charlo (Tabor) townsite: 
Block 2, lot 1. 
Block 3, lot 1, park reserve (school needs land for 4-H program and school 
ground). 
Block 6, lots 1 to 3, inclusive 7 to 9, inclusive (withdrawn for park reserve). 
Block 11, park reserve (school building and playground). 
Block 18, park reserve (swamp). 
Block 28, lot 8. 
Dayton townsite: 
Block 6, lots 1 to 12, inclusive (school building and playground). 
Block 9, public reserve. 
Block 22, public reserve. 
Lonepine townsite : 
Block 6, park reserve. 
Block 8, lots 3 to 7, inclusive. 
Block 9, lots 1 to 5, inclusive. 
Pablo townsite: 
Block 1, lots 1 and 2. 
Block 3, lot 1, park reserve. 
Block 4, lot 1, park reserve. 
Block 5, lot 1, park reserve. 
Block 6, lot 1. 
Block 7, lots 5 to 8, inclusive. 
Block 9, lots 1 and 8. 
Block 11, park reserve (used by public for school playground and ball park). 
Block 138, lot 1. 
Block 14, park reserve (to be used for playground). 
Block 16, lot 11. 
Block 18, lots 1, 2, 3, and 6. 
Block 19, lot 6. 
Block 28, lots 1, 2, and 10. 
Block 29, lots 8 to 10, inclusive. 
Block 30, lots 1 and 2. 
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Ravalli townsite: 
Block 1, not subdivided. 
Block 2, N%4 not subdivided. 
Block 8, NE\ not subdivided. 
Block 12, not subdivided. 
Block 14, S% public reserve (used by the community for meetings in old 
school building). 
Block 15, public reserve. 
Block 17, area across Jocko River, public reserve. 


RESOLUTION No. 973 oF THE GOVERNING Bopy OF THE CONFEDERATED SALISH AND 
KooreNAI TRIBES OF THE FLATHEAD RESERVATION, AN INDIAN CHARTERED 
CORPORATION AUTHORIZING THE INSTITUTION OF A TRIBAL LAND-ACQUISITION 
PROGRAM 


Whereas all of the lands that were to be purchased under the tribes’ timbered 
allotment purchase program were not acquired during the time the program 
was in effect ; and, 

Whereas there are grazing lands which are contiguous to the established 
purchase areas of the old program, are in established grazing areas, and are 
required for Indian communal use; and, 

Whereas these lands, in addition to being required for Indian use, would also 
provide the tribes ingress and egress to other lands which they own, will provide 
sources of water for surrounding rangelands, and will help provide better man- 
agement of these timbered grazing lands: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Tribal Council of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes 
of the Flathead Reservation, composed of 10 members, of whom 10 were present, 
constituting a quorum, at a meeting held April 5, 1958, That the attached plan 
of operation of such program be approved and that funds presently in our local 
account C-—267 be used, and any other funds which may be necessary to complete 
the program be made available from the United States Treasury account, and 
that all tracts will be appraised under the appraisal methods established by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs and prior to any negotiations with any of the owners 
and the tribal council approves the transaction. 


CERTIFICATE 


The foregoing resolution was duly adopted on April 5, 1958, by the Tribal 
Council of the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Reserva- 
tion, at a meeting at which a quorum was present, by a vote of 9 for, 0 opposed, 
and 1 not voting, pursuant to the authority vested in it by article VIII, section 
11 (a), (b), and (e) of the tribes’ constitution and bylaws approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior on October 28, 1935, and approved as amended by the 
tribes, adopted December 10, 1948, and approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
on December 22, 1948, and pursuant to the act of June 24, 1946 (960 Stat. 302) ; 
and section 5 (b) and (e) of the corporate charter of the tribes, ratified by the 
tribes on April 23, 1936, issued by the Secretary of the Interior on April 21, 1936, 
pursuant to section 17 of the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984). 


FLATHEAD TRIBAL LAND ACQUISITION PROGRAM, FLATHEAD INDIAN RESERVATION, 
Monrt., APRIL 5, 1958 


LOCATION AND GENERAL DESCRIPTION 


The Flathead Indian Reservation is in the northwestern part of Montana, 
occupying portions of Lake, Sanders, Flathead, and Missoula Counties. It is 
bounded on the east by the divide of the Mission Range, on the south by Missoula 
County, on the west by the Cabinet and Lolo National Forests, and on the north 
by a line about three-fourths mile north of the sixth standard parallel. Nearly 
the entire reservation is adjacent to national forests. 

The Indian enrollment of the reservation is 4,410, 50 percent of whom live on 
the reservation. 

A very small percentage of the valleys and the agricultural land is in Indian 
ownership. 
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The entire reservation is within the watershed of the Flathead River. The 
basin country, which includes all of the agricultural land, is comprised of three 
principal physiographic divisions; Mission, Jocko, and Camas Valleys. The 
Flathead irrigation project provides water for the Mission, Jocko, and Camas 
divisions. Mission Valley, the largest of the 3 divisions, lies adjacent to and west 
of the Mission Range. 

The Jocko Valley division is in the southeastern part of the reservation and 
includes the area drained by the Jocko River which joins the Flathead River at 
Dixon. 

The Camas Valley division is in the western half of the reservation and is 
drained by the Little Bitterroot River which joins the Flathead River at Sloan’s 
Ferry. 

TOPOGRAPHY 


The Mission Range on the east rises 7,000 feet above the valley. They are 
made imposing by the unusual absence of intervening foothills. Some of its 
peaks exceed 12,000 feet in elevation. The upper portions of this range are 
covered with snow during much of the year and contain a number of glaciers. 

The elevation of points between Dixon and Polson on the Northern Pacific 
Railway branch line are: Dixon, 2,550; Moiese, 2,592; D’Aste, 2,777; Charlo, 
2,947; Ronan, 3,004; Pablo, 3,100; and Polson, 2,927 feet above sea level. 

The topography of much of the lower basin country is gently rolling. There 
are, however, occasional stony ridges extending several miles in length. The 
larger ridges rise 300 to 400 feet above the general level, and roughly parallel the 
Flathead River. 

LAND OWNERSHIP 


The gross area of the reservation is 1,243,969 acres. It was opened to home- 
stead entry in 1910. Since that time, approximately 610,935.04 acres have been 
alienated; of the remaining, 633,033.96 acres are owned by the tribe and in- 
dividual tribal members. 

Practically all tribal lands are in high and rough mountains that form the 
border of the reservation on all sides, except the northwest corner. However 
some tribal lands in the interior of the reservation are located on low, short moun- 
tains or ridges that rise above the general level of the surrounding country. 
Allotted lands are, for the most part, located on slopes and in the foothills and in 
the mountains. 

With the exception of the highest and most rugged parts of the reservation, 
tribal and allotted, white-owned and State lands are intermixed. 


PURCHASES 


Since the opening of the reservation for homesteading and the sale and ex- 
change of various restricted allotted tracts, the tribal council has instituted 
various purchase programs in order to consolidate their holdings. The first 
such program started is known as the Baker purchase program for which funds 
were made available by the act of August 9, 1937 (50 Stat. 370), to purchase 
lands for the tribes. From this appropriation, 2,681.069 acres were purchased 
in trust status. The cost of these acquisitions was $49,695.53. Through various 
additional programs and until 1953, the tribes had acquired 48,315.89 acres at 
a cost of $255,401.14. The tribes’ most recent land acquisition program which 
started in 1953 and ended in 1957, permitted them to acquire an additional 
82,753.24 acres at a cost of $923,512.18. The Confederated Salish and Kootenai 
Tribes over the period of years have acquired 133,750.199 acres at a cost of 
$1,228,608.85. Of the total expenditure, all of the money was derived from 
tribal funds, except the money used for the acquisition of lands under the Baker 
purchase program. 

ALLOTMENT ACTS 


The Allotment Act of February 8, 1887 (24 Stat. 388), as amended by the act 
of May 8, 1906 (36 Stat. 182), permitted 2,460 individual enrollees of this 
reservation to obtain 228,434.25 acres by allotments. These allotments are known 
as 1908 allotments. The allottee owns the timber and minerals on these allot- 
ments. On February 25, 1920 (41 Stat. 452), unallotted enrolled children of 
members of the tribe were allotted. Nine hundred and twenty individuals were 
involved and received 123,457.27 acres. Allotments made under this act were 
within the original limits of the reservation and included an area now classified 
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and reserved as timberlands, cutover lands, burned or barren lands, and patents 
issued for allotments under this act contained a clause which reserved to the 
United States the right to cut and market for tribal benefit the merchantable 
timber on the land so allotted. This act was later amended by the act of 
June 16, 1950 (64 Stat. 229), which provided that the right reserved to the 
United States to eut and market timber for the benefit of the Confederated 
Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Reservation shall be limited to the 
cutting of so much of the merchantable timber on such allotments as may be 
cut during the first cutting operations and when such cutting operations have 
been completed, the title to the residual timber on such allotments shall there- 
upon pass to the respective allottees or their heirs or devisees. 

Many of the 1908 allotments are in a congested heirship status and most of 
the 1920 allotments which remain to be purchased are located on the slopes of 
the mountain ranges and are a part of the timbered grazing areas. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of this tribal acquisition program is to purchase and exchange 
grazing and timbered lands on the Flathead Reservation which are needed by 
the tribe and its members to facilitate the operation of the family-sized ranch 
and farm units; to provide better management for range and timbered lands; to 
reduce the number of fractionated heirship lands; to provide the tribe with 
ingress and egress to their land; to provide sources of water for surrounding 
tribal rangelands ; to help improve the economy of tribal members; and to provide 
an income to heirs, in those cases where the heirship status is congested, far in 
excess of any they would receive from the lands in the near future or during the 
heirs’ lifetimes as a result of leasing or permitting the lands. 

No lands purchased under this program will be resold to individual members 
until such time as Congress enacts enabling legislation. 


LOCATION OF LAND BEING PURCHASED 


The Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes are interested in acquiring the 
unpurchased timbered allotments in the established purchase area of the old 
1920 allotment purchase program and to include grazing lands in established 
grazing areas which are now required for Indian use and are contiguous to the 
timbered areas. In some cases there are tracts required for Indian use and are 
located in grazing districts adjacent to their established grazing units. Most of 
these tracts are in a fee simple status. Estimated acreage to be acquired under 
this program amounts to approximately 30,000 acres. The cost of acquiring such 
an acreage is estimated to run around $700,000. Preference, but not necessarily 
priority, in this order will be given to purchases and exchanges in the following 
categories: 

(1) To lands that control water and which adjoining rangelands are depend- 
ent upon for utilization ; 

(2) Tracts which are strategic to the use of contiguous lands or control ingress 
and egress to range areas; 

(3) Lands in which the heirship status is congested ; 

(4) 1920 timbered allotments. 

APPRAISALS 


All appraisals prepared on lands to be acquired will be performed in accord- 
ance with 54 I. A. M. 10. 
TITLE TO LANDS ACQUIRED 


Title to all land will be taken in the name of the United States of America in 
trust for the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes. 

Abstract of titles and the execution of options will be required. Abstract of 
title will be furnished at the grantor’s own expense. 

No sales fees will be required on lands purchased, as long as the Tribal Land 
Enterprise Service is functioning. 

Land acquisitions will be in accordance with 25 C. F. R. 241 and 54 I. A. M. 2.2. 


GENERAL 
The lands which come within the scope of this program will be appraised, sub- 


mitted to the tribal council for acceptance or rejection by resolution prior to 
negotiating with the respective landowners. 
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Recapitulation of allotted lands in new purchase program (Flathead) 





\| 
Estimated | 














| 
Unit No. Acres | Unit No. | Acres’ | Estimated 
value || | ~ value 
| 
a 

Ratchwbtivntiwinbwcd bdchidnenat 669. 04 $7,390 || 8. ghalatitcthttibints | 2, 533.333 | $26, 233 

Dis a thde tile dhéeadiebud eaeias | 2,675.16 Bt, 066 1). Oc cuns niles ‘. 3, 444. 40 34, 444 

MS eae oe oe | 1,068. 85 11,226 |} 10___- oy fot. ...| 5,132.60 | 56, 200 

Od aie detesnaaeieceesalenaaleaaaell 3, 647. 995 Bate Tl Bee we denecee Sec dcasquedt | 3, 182.80 | 32, 228 

Go ce dbdn dddeusocundbddiel 1,978.32 | 22, 529 | (—- 

Ticig ararnacqutionsh eieenagstes nipcanenea 480. 00 4, 800 Total, 11 units......| 26, 622. 838 | 280, 950 

ee ge ae | 1,810. 25 19, 480 || 

Fee lands for exchange and purchase (Flathead) 

Unit No. : Acres | Unit No.—Continued Acres 
Ih dealt Apeetin clita tices me degerencicten anaes 880 — ee a 3, 700 
ag gata, aah’ 8, 640 Bi hashes teeta abet dtecrsaisligas tattclep bate 2, 320 
eb eiires aieuekan cnet Sch aceseims ties 3, 766 Sika tai octets te teats 1, 040 
TS 1, 800 BE heise Ghia lilt Taiadills 
~ ron | 
it iicnnsceeinnce acetate aiacinte deities accion 1, 787 
Se aetabatdinnatny ce toneete animes 3, 270 | etal, 11 wilted 31, 403 
Be otenedhbtnaaldae 4, 200 | 

Allotted land in new purchase program (Flathead) 
[Timber status: (1) Uncut; (2) cutover; (3) partly cutover; unnumbered, open lands] 
UNIT NO. 1 
| | eS 
Allot- | Esti- 
ment Allottee Present owner Acres | mated 
No. |} value 

(2) 2577 | May Burland_. o$ NON... a. faces aaa - | 160,00 $1, 600 

(2) 2751 | George Gierke-_.. _ er Fa 79. 04 790 

(2) 3287 | Maxime Stassoo, deceased _...| Peter Stassoo ---- aoe 60. 00 600 

(2)¥3353 | Chas. A. Wishart, deceased..| Patricia Ann Wishart | 80. 00 800 

2449 | Annie Riley, deceased --- Barnaby, Madeline Lefthand, Agnes Kin- 160. 00 2, 000 
| micky Curley, Jerome Hewankorn, Bap- 
| tiste Hewankorn, Joseph Hewankorn. 
(2) 3327 | Louis Martin Vallee, de- | Sam Brenes, Ursula Conway Arias, Francis 160. 00 1, 600 
| ceased. Conway, Mary Rita B. Michel, Joseph | 
Beauchamin, Lorena B. Eggemeyer, 
| Blanche B. Mills, Nancy Meyers, Viola 
| K. Kenkel, Cecil Lewis King, Eunice K, | 
Mahto, Dorothy Jean Moore. 
UNIT NO. 2 

Ch: 2073 | Caliecine Ante Deaton. o5..t GONG s. oon cet cdc ince cnbiscncdewicwecitcnsud 169. 00 $1, 600 

(2) 2512 | Della Gertrude Bachman....; Same euGhtanynonnageniendiabwabvadiead 160. 00 1, 600 

(2) 2510 | Andrew J. Bachman.-------- Same ee abe deatatavat several adena: aii 160. 00 1, 600 

(2) 3303 | Josephine Therriault_......... Same eats in Diba beard arabe 80. 00 800 

(2) 2569 | John William Browne.------- li crcl a 120. 00 1, 200 

(1) 2692 | Edmond L. Dupuis-_...-_---- Same Pirnd bl diwei ace’ diketesitin® ahi-e weleidhets minkeo 159.46 | 1,594 

(1) 2689 | Joseph A. Dupuis Edwin Dupuis, Willie A. Dupuis, Richard 160.00 | 1,600 

| Dupuis, Peter Dupuis, Olivine Clairmont, | 
Vera Voorhies, Rudolph Vollin Menzie, | 
Viola Vollin Crouch, Emma L. Menzie, 
Patricia A. Menzie. 
(1) 2688 | Vera Agnes Dupuis.--.---.-.-. NR 2 aide. Sas Shin hci des eiadgntind a} 160. 00 1, 600 
(2) 2701 | Julian Dupuis..............-.- iliac alec 160.00 | 1, 600 
3042 | James 8. Michel__.._.----- F. J. Brown 120.00 | 1, 500 

(2) 1989 | Christine Gingras__...-- John Ledoux J 121. 38 1, 214 

(2) 1991 | Philomene Gingras___...---- es ee ee ‘ 120. 34 | 1, 200 

(2) 1994 | Martina Gingras_...........- pA ena a= Stacie eae cthbneg pie sens 113. 98 1, 140 

(2) 2015 | Joseph Onickalsect Moiese Mathias, Michel Mathias, Susan 40. 00 400 

Andrew Couturs. | 
(2) 1490 | Alex Couture 2 Same 5: Sot $229? 80. 00 | 800 
2008 | Gustah Casimer ae Lucy Eneas Auld, Modeste Eneas Youstah 80. 00 800 
(2) 2011 | Sapien Julian--..--.....-....-.- Charles Radel, Jr etkiatidelieaiethe te Da aa aoe 160. 00 1, 600 
(2) 2010 | Antoine Julian _.do - ee 160. 00 1, 600 
2013 | William Julian_.-........-..-- Same jruslseevis budisiedeckoabunecnmues 80.00 | 1,000 
2014 | Anneas Julian_.........-.---.- Same Spdbdesbhancwaphe souieennanshnenee< 80.00 | 1,000 
2097 | Lucy Kinmicky-......-.-...--- Clarice Paul, Mathias Kinmicky, Anneas | 80. 00 1,000 
Kinmicky Julian. 
ee Bt ee Catherine Little Jackson...............-.. : 120.00 | 1,500 


| 
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(1) Uncut; 


(2) cutover; 


(3) partly cutover ; 


UNIT NO. 3 





(1) 





(1) 
(2) 


(1) : 
(2) 
(2) 
(2) 


(2) 


(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(2) 
(2) 


9) 


2438 
257) 0 

571 
3808 
2888 
2129 


2579 
2779 
2624 


2128 | 


2119 | 


2457 


2539 
2698 
2658 
2566 
3348 
1321 


3134 
3324 


1056 | 


1055 


2796 


3052 


2QA94 


2051 


Allottee 


Lee Gibson Lacourse.....-.--- 
yy | 
Bernice M. Bisson- ------- 

NE: Tl, MANE. cise whcraticiin si 
Maxime J. Grenier........-.-- 
Fay G. Hastings---......---..- 
Christine Gilbeau-. 





Present owner 


a 
Lucy Eneas Auld, Modeste Eneas Youstah.| 

Same.... 
Eugene Ray, Francis Ray 
Poti cehenchnckilsonkedndanes waanntiaoms 
ON a eaten al tana ania agate | 
Owen Gaffney, “Andrew Gilbeau, Thomas 

Hazelwood, Lucy Gilbeau Davis. 





| 
BO Cus bii bh daeccncee 
Pierre A. Buckskin--.---- i 
Isabelle Buckskin-_....-...-- 
POOR TN 6 'ncnewcionss 
SOY Se ccinccennen 
Basaw Kahkah_-..._-- 


Earl S. Burland-. 
Derwin F. Halverson 
Catherine N.C lairmont-....- 
Collette Kahkah- 


Andrew Buckskin........-.-.-- 


Mery Chagalthmakna- . -.-.-. | 


Hector E. Bell 

Clara Iva Dupuis--.-.......--.. 
Dorothy J. Davidson- - 
Gereldine Bousquet 
George Williams. - 
Joseph Finley 


Thelma I. Pablo 
Mary Vallee 
Antoine Vallee 
Sophie F. Vallee 


Coomsah Morigeau 


Audrey Irene Henderlite- 
Edna Margaret Miles 
Mildred M, Campbell 


UNIT NO. 4 


Thomas R. McDonald 
Caroline Buckskin _- 
"SORTS Fy, CEPI io acca kthncannndgidtewen 
Same Pinion thas tRennhsoconsehaesnosvecaqneylay | 
FE sccmesinn’ nc Brana acanaraeeatnen 
Is: ibelle Buckskin, Mathias Buckskin, 
Caroline Buckskin, William Julian. 
Harry Earl Burland 


Nan dima eit Reni | 
ast nc chnindemegitatin thre diah aero aaaaneas | 
Isabelle Buckskin, Mathias Buckskin, | 
| Caroline Buckskin, William Julian. 
Isabelle Buckskin, Mathias Buckskin, 


Caroline Buckskin, Susan A. Finley. | 

William Julian, Basil Lefthand, Theresa 
Lefthand, Samuel B. Lefthand, Seraphine 
Lefthand, Harriet Lefthand, Nicholas 
Lefthand, Victor Lefthand, Narcisse ae 
hand, Basil Lefthand, Amelia Lefthand, 
Anastasia Lefthand. 


PO a ance ccmmeat ie 5 aibedtccenneay ae 
Dds tna einbaddwneweas ccaeiniaee | 
ee van a oneaenal 
a dnitinkes vinniaeeacdiatoe cis ade eneee 
Clarissa Brouncheau P ayne ace oa 
Sahkale Lefthand, William Ginger ras, “Anne 
Vallee, Agnes Vallee, Antoine Vallee, 
Agatha Vallee, Mary Agnes Vallee, 
Edward Matt, Vincent Matt, George 
Pablo, Julian Pablo, Mary V. Pablo, 
Angelic Granjo Vallee, Agnes Nomee 
Gingras, Mary Christine Gingras, Anna 
Gingras Irvin, Joseph Louis Gingras, | 
William R. Gingras, Martha L. Gingras, 
Francis Eiji Gingras, Maria Matilda | 
Gingras, Joan Sophie Gingras, Theodora 


E. Gingras, David M. Gingras, Samuel 
P ili Cecilia Auld. 

Same. 

Same 


Same 


Angelic G. Vallee, Antoine Vallee, Anna V. | 
Monaghan, William Gingras, Mary Agnes 
Vallee, Agatha V. Sorimpt, Agnes Vallee, 
Agnes Nomee Gingras, Mary Gingras | 
Finley, Annie G. Irvine, Joseph Gingras, 
William R. Gingras, Martha Gingras, | 
Frances Gingras, Maria Gingras, Joan 
Gingras, Theodora Gingras, David Gin- 
gras, Samuel Phillips, Cecilia Auld. 

Basil Lefthand, Theresa L. Pellew, Samuel 
B. Lefthand, Seraphine Lefthand, Harriet | 
Lefthand, Nicholas Lefthand, Victor 
Lefthand, Narcisse Lefthand, Basil Left- | 
hand, Amelia Lefthand, Anastasia Left- | 
hand. 


Same... 
Maggie L. Miles-.- 
Lester Paro; Lester Paro, Jr 


; Glenna Marie 


Paro; Karen Elsie Paro; Antoinette Lola 
Paro; James Ernest Paro; Penelope Ann 
Paro; Theodore F. Paro. 


Acres 


171. 28 
106. 10 
150. 64 
163. 20 
157. 63 
160. 00 
160. 00 


107. 
134. 27 
167. 68 
. 37 
154. 47 

80. 


53 


160. 00 
160. 00 
160. 00 
80. 00 


160. 00 
160. 00 


160. 00 
160. 00 
160. 00 
160. 00 
160. 00 
80. 00 


160. 00 
160. 00 
160. 00 
80. 00 


120. 00 


160. 00 
98. 875 
157. 


00 | 


80 | 


343 


unnumbered, open lands] 


Esti- 
mated 
value 


$1, 712 
1, 600 
1, 506 
1, 632 

1, 576 

1, 600 

1, 600 


Z 


sanbat 





1, 600 
1, 600 
1. 600 


1, 200 


1, 600 
989 


1, 578 
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Allotted land in new purchase program (Flathead )—Continued 
(Timber status: (1) Uncut; (2) cutover; (3), partly cutover; unnumbered, open lands] 


UNIT NO. 5 








Allot- Esti- 
ment Allottee Present owner | Acres mated 
No. value 
. santa | 
(2) 1599 Eneas Pierre Phillip James Pierre, Caroline Irene Pierre, 80. 00 | $800 


Annie Catherine Pierre, Patrick Allen 
| Pierre, Christine Pierre Oldhorn, Victor 
| Pierre, Alexander Felix, Joseph Larry 
Dean Oldhorn. | | 
1601 | Margaret Pierre Patrick Pierre, Christine P. Oldhorn, Phil- 80. 00 800 
lip James Pierre, Caroline Irene Pierre, 
Annie Catherine Pierre, Victor Pierre, 
Alexander Felix, Joseph Larry Oldhorn. 
PED MDs cicenccocescne Joseph Andrew, Charles Andrew, Abel | 80. 00 800 
Andrew, Louie Andrew, Louise Andrew, 


(2) 976 


{ Josephine Andrew. 

(2) 1604 | Emeas Pierre__...__.......- Alexander Felix, Christine P. Oldhorn, 80. 00 800 
| Patrick Allen Pierre, Phillip James 

Pierre, Caroline Irene Pierre, Anna 

Catherine Pierre, Joseph Larry Oldhorn, 

Victor Pierre. 


2334 | Rosalie Geneive_._- ....| George Matt : ‘ 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 2177 | Meline Moiese____- ee Michel Smallsalmon, Annie Mary Pierre, 80. 00 1, 000 
| Mary Inhoostay Michel, Adeline Nene- | 


may Quintah, Adele Adams Vanderburg, | 
Lucy Contesto Redcrow, Moiese Chou- | 


teh. | 
(2) 2226 | Antoine Petche- ----- .| Mary Louise Paul, Antoine Isadore_____--__-| 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 2227 | Catherine Petche-_----- _...| Mary Louise Paul, Antoine Isadore atid 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 2224 | Felicite Soomtah---_-.--- _....| Antoine Peuse..-_- Zan 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 2192 Samuel Yostwee..- .-- Abel Stanislaw, John Stanislaw, Peter Paul | 80. 00 800 
Stanislaw. | 
(2) 2223 | Nancy Deere......--....--- .| Antoine Peuse, Peter Pascal Hammer, Leo | 80. 00 1, 000 
Paul Hammer, Isabelle Yatelmee Ham- 
mer, Eneas Inmee, Agnes Incashola, | 
Lomah Woodcock. 
(2) 2190 | Sophie Hominsto--------- Susette Hominsto. jatar 80. 00 800 
(2) 2209 | Alexander Keytoo-............| Mary Agate Keytoo Pierre-- = 80. 00 800 
(2) 2213 | Louie Skullnah----.--..----- Margaret Skullnah. ; 80. 00 800 
cl ow : ; an..: : 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 2229 | Therese Pluff- - ---- Mary Louise Pluff, Alexander Adams--__- 119. 15 1,191 
(2) 2228 | Alexander Pluff--_------ ; .do : ; 40. 00 400 
1699 | Annie Paul_-- : .| Same.__- = é 80. 00 1, 000 
(1) 3378 | Anna Martha Whalen-.-- | Same-.-- . aa 143. 38 1, 792 
1708 | Timothy Clooloolee Josephine Lamoose Finley, Baptiste La- 155. 71 1, 946 


moose, Antoine Lamoose, Mary Agnes 
Valley Allen. 
2271 | Mary Littlestone Same _| Mary Ann Parker Charle, Lucy Pokerjim 160. 08 2, 060 
| Parker, Adelaide Parker Matt, Louise 
Parker Charlo, Gertrude C. Parker, 
Elizabeth A. Parker, Barbara Parker, 
Louie Parker 
2221 | Mary Broken Pole, deceased_| Bazil Andrew, Mary Pearce, Isabel Pearce, RC 
| Peter Andrew, Peter Frank Gates, Arnold 
Adrian, Louis Adrain, Joe Blackbear 
Ignace, Mary (Molly James) Moses, 
Isabelle Abrahamson, Annie Andrew 
| Blux, Isaac Andrew, Rose Gates Bazil 
Wilson, Joseph (Joe) Seymour, Isabel 
Mose Paul, Baptiste Meshell, Edward N. 
Cornoyer, Mathew (Joseph, Leonard 
| (Raymond) Joseph, Bertha Joseph 
Howard, Evangeline Joseph Abraham, 
| Lavina Joseph Seyler, Margaret Joseph 
Stensgar, Sam Samway Meshell 


00 SOD 





UNIT NO. 6 


(1) George Revais Palin--.- ..| Annie Palin, Eli Palin 160. 00 $1, 690 
(1) 3248 | Richard Bradley Sherwood Annie F. Sanders, Archie B. Sanders ‘ 169. 00 1, 600 
(1) 2574 | Harriet Burgess..--....-- _..| Same. ami ; a aa ie 160. 00 1, 600 
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{llotted land in new purchase program (Flathead )—Continued 
{Timber status: (1) Uneut; (2) eutover; (3) partly cutover; unnumbered, open lands] 


UNIT NO. 7 











Allot- Esti- 

ment Allottee | Present owner | Acres mated 

No. | value 
1556 | Annie Charlo, deceased_.....| Sam MeDougall, Virginia McDougall, 149, 27 | $1, 866 


Florence Me. Earling, Violet McDougall, 
Harold Joseph Badroad, Allen Joseph 
Gardipe, Cheryl Maria Badroad. | 
(2) 1284 | Cecille C, Vanderburg. Victor Pierre, Mary V. Mc. Supak, Florence | 160. 00 1, 800 
Me. Earling, Violet McDougall, Harold | 
J. Badroad, Cheryl M. Badroad, Allen J. | 
Gardipe. 








2274 | Pierre Magpie, deceased _____|_....do....__- ied veaeas------] 16428 | 2,054 
2275 | Sarah Magpie-_- ‘ | ; ; : |} 157.54) 1,969 
9) Rosalie Charlo Annie Alice L. Lozeau_.- | 160. 02 | 1, 600 
(2) Margaret Lozeau, deceased_..| Alex Lozeau, Thomas Lozeau, Theresa May | 160.00 | 1,600 
| LL. Mahseelah, Luella Joan Courville, | 
George E. Mitchell, Ina Lee Matt, Alice 
Marie Matt. | 
(2) 2890 | Alice Lozeau, deceased_ | Louella Joan Courville, George E. Mitchell 80. 80 808 
(2) 2892 | Agnes Lozeau Alex Lozeau, Thomas A. Lozeau, Theresa 139. 62 1, 396 
May L. Mahseelah, Louella Joan Cour- 
ville, Ina Lee Matt, Alice Marie Matt. 
(2) 2893 | Mary L. Lozeau Ina Lee Matt, Alice Marie Matt 160. 00 1, 600 
(2) 3028 Albert Matt Same . 160. 00 1, 600 
(2) 3201 | Phillip Okerjim Margaret R. Stevens, Sophie Pokerjim 160. 00 1, 600 
Barnaby, Joseph Louis Pokerjim, Joseph 
Pokerjim. 
(2) 599} Emily Landigreen n Louise L. Hebnes, Rosalie L. Anderson, 158. 72 1, 587 
Baptiste Landigreen, Elizabeth O. Landi- 
green, Alice Ann L. Lozeau. | 
UNIT NO. 8 
1723 | Ann May Perrish- .-- , Therese Perrish Andrew, Tom Reuben, Joe 160.00 | $2,000 
Waters, Elsie Allen McKay, Rosalie L. | 
Thomas, Cecilia B. Myrick, Annabelle | 
B. Veal, Alvira B. Cawston. | | 
1523 | Peirre Adams..--- Patrick Adams... . : 120. 00 1, 500 
1043 | Sophie Plant i“ Same ---- ben ascse 80.00 | 1,000 
(2) 1580 | Pierre Baptiste --- Jesse Couture, Felicite Pierre-- --- ‘ 160. 00 1, 600 
(2) 1579 | Felicite Pierre ._- Jesse Couture. : 7 120.00 | 1,200 
(2) 1582 | Louie Pierre--_-.- Charles Couture... bs iss 80. 00 800 
: ; ci {Jesse Couture : | 80. 00 800 
(2) 1583 | Michel Pierre. .- cane \Charles Couture... : | 80.00 | 800 
(2) 1576 | Sah Pierre... .- ’ Charles Couture. -.- 80.00 | 800 
(2) 1577 | Ann Pierre-. : do_... 80. 00 800 
(2) 1578 | Peter Pierre... do.... ‘ 160. 00 1, 600 
(2) 1581 Jerome Pierre Ge. 80. 00 800 
(2) 1641 | Alexander Parker. | Lucey Parker, Adelaide P. Matt, Louise P. 120. 00 1, 200 
Charlo, Louie Parker, Mary Ann P., 
Charlo, Gertrude C. Parker, Elizabeth 
| W. Parker, Barbara Parker. | 
(2) 1643 | Michel Parker- - ....-----| Joseph P. Hammer, Joseph Parker__ 80.00 | 809 
(2) 1644 | Thomas Parker . ..| Lucey Contesto Redcrow, Lucy Pokerjim 80. 00 | 800 


Parker, Adelaide P. Matt, Louise P 
Charlo, Louie Parker, Mary Ann P. 
Charlo, Gertrude C. Parker, Elizabeth A. 
Parker, Barbara Parker. 
(2) 1645 | Francis Parker oe ....| Luey Pokerjim Parker, Adelaide P. Matt, 80.00 | 800 
Louise P. Charlo, Mary Ann Charlo, 
Louie Parker, Gertrude C. Parker, Eliza- | 
beth A. Parker, Barbara Parker. 
) 1646 | Isaae Parker- - ‘ ‘ Lucy Contesto Rederow, Lucy Pokerjim 80. 00 800 
Parker, Adelaide P. Matt, Louise P. | 
Charlo, Louie Parker, May Ann P. | 
Charlo, Gertrude C. Parker, Elizabeth A. 
Parker, Barbara Parker. ! 
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[Timber status: (1) Uncut; 
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Allotted land in new purchase program (Flathead )—Continued 


(2) eutover; (3). partly cutover ; 


UNIT NO. 8—Continued 








unnumbered, open lands} 

















| 
Allot- | Esti- 
ment Allottee | Present owner Acres | mated 
No. | value 
| _ 
(2) 240 | Isadore Ninepipe._......--.-- PARTI: DIMI «iiss oe ceo doveroven<enee 80. 00 $800 
(2) 241 | Louie Ninepipe..............|---.- Oi: abeuipgiatie dnc ndachakdndcacinensiucn | 40.00 | 400 
(2) 243 | Ellen Ninepipe...............|..-.. tiers bcdthbhnccalcbinndndhoutwaneenae 120.00 | 1,200 
Rp eS On ee ere rie eee ee 80.00 | 800 
(2) 1270 | Moses Vanderburg---..._--..- Harriet Adams Whitworth......__.------__- 80. 00 800 
(2) 2959 } Louise Magee................ Baie Bhdenwascqsccccnccnccasecen| IOn00 | - 1,000 
(2) 1557 | Cyrus Siwahsah.............. Pierre Pierre, “Alex Vanderburg, Edward | 13. 33 | 133 
| WVanderburg. 
(2) 1558 | Martine Siwahsah -_.........|...-- . aa cheapatade Dice micas ann nbo agian sees 20.00 | 200 
eh IIL «cu o connatmmesimaiieaAva aba nac sea wGaduet ees auile 20.00 | 200 
(2) 2856 | Vivian Lamoose_...........-.- Gharles Cet eet aoe one 160.00 | 1,600 
(2) 1612 | Catherine Kaltomee---_.....-- Madaline Tsooee, Adeline Squeque, Martin 40.00 | 400 
Finley, Benjamin Ascensio, Eneas Van- | 
derburg, Leo Paul Hammer, Roger Wil- | 
liam Vanderburg, Leo Paul Hammer, Jr., 
Lloyd Mitchell Hammer, Floyd Dennis 
Hammer, Louie Adams, Susan Quequesah 
Antoine, Rose Antoine Plant, Josephine j 
| Antoine, Alice Antoine, Leonard Antoine, 
James Antoine, Marion Rita Antoine, | 
Cecille Antoine, Francine L. Antoine, 
Penama P. L. Cocowee, Susette Cocowee 
Bigcrane, Anthony Louis Adams, Paul | 
Charlo. 
UNIT NO. 9 
(2) 1308 | Louie Ahocks..........------ 1 ai Mia sig ee a 20.00 | $200 
(2) 1255 | Jerome Lumpry.....-...---.-- a 72.00 | 720 
(2) 1256 | Susan Lumpry..-.-...-.-.---- | Jerome Lumpry, Peter Lumpry, Ellen 71. 95 | 720 
Lumpry, Adelaide Lumpry, ’ Victor | 
| Lumpry. 
(2) 1279 | Cecille Vanderburg-.-..-..--. (Oe eee " 80. 00 800 
(2) 1586 | Mary Cooper Pierre__....-.-- Abel ~ + noma John Stanislaw, Peter Paul | 120.00 1, 200 
| Stanislaw. | 
(2) 2606 | Francis Cheauma.-..--.---..--- | Helen Essert, Lawrence G. Cheauma. -.-..-- | 120.00; 1,200 
(2) 1462 | Winfield N. Blodgett.........| Hester Blodgett, Mabel Blodgett____.._...-. | 80. 00 | 800 
1595 | Pelesaway Isaac_.......--.---.- Ellen Bigsam, Mary Topsseh Combs. --..-.- | 40.00 | 400 
Rand: }) Baeeen DA, aodigett Obden. ..) BPMG sais dinconsokuat che. --ncnecqnnenenares 40.00 | 400 
(aes | Paes Pierre... .........<s<. | NO... cnc tivihien dosasce sssipaaaishe dior cise 160. 00 | 1, 600 
(2) 362 |, Frank Antoine............... | Susan Quequesah Antoine, Rose Antoine | 80. 00 800 
| Plant, Josephine Antoine, Alice Antoine, | 
Leonard Antoine, Jemes F. Antoine, | 
Merion Rita Antoine, Cecille Antoine, | 
Francine Louise Antoine. 
(2) 1618 | Isabel Whitecoyte_.......--- | Ruby Fleming Christopher. --...........-.-- | 80. 00 800 
(2) eee ae | Rose Antoine Plant, Josephine Antoine, 80. 00 800 
| Alice Antoine, Leonard Antoine, James 
| F, Antoine, Marion Rita Antoine, Cecille | 
| Antoine, Francine L. Antoine, Cather- | 
| | ine Antoine, Paul Charlo. 
(2) 1505 | Mary Michel. ............-- | James Pichette, Paul Pichette, Baptiste | 40. 00 400 
Pichette, George Pichette, William Sim- 
| mer, Patricia Wheeler Schmidt, Joseph | 
Anthony Wheeler, Jr., Stanislaw Irvine, | 
| Susan Irvine Adams, Ignace Quequesah, | 
| Antoine Quequesah, Joseph Cook, Alice 
| Cook. 
(2) 1453 | Mary M. Stevens_------ ...--| Pablo Espinoza, Mary Stateah...........-.- 80. 00 800 
(Spmees |’ Peliotte Folitt:.....<..<c..-... AR ee ee | 120.00 1, 200 
(2) 2787 | Joseph Parker Hammer------ i Dal arses ants 160. 00 *, 600 
(2) 1673 | Mary Ann Bigknife-- Felicite Delaware Matt, Louie Adé ams___ 80. 00 800 
(2) 1672 | Alexander Bigknife.--—_-.----| -do.. Syne : , 80. 00 800 
(2) 1033 | Felicite Delaware Matt. Same. 80. 00 800 
(3) 2786 | Mary Hammer. Eneas Inmee. 160.00 | 1,600 
(1) 2940 Roy D. McLeod.----- Evelyn Wood McLeod, Roy W. McLeod, 160.00 | 1,600 
James W. McLeod, J: inet Ann McLeod. | 
(2) 3079 Evaline R. Morigeau.- - | Same. 158, 80 1, 588 
(2) 3081 | Azilda Ann Morigeau | Oct ave Mori geau, Collette L. Morigeau. 160, 00 1, 600 
(2) 3082 | Anastasia M. Morigeau- Same. 160, 00 1, 600 
(2) 136 | Narcisse Pichette James Pichette, Paul Pichette, Baptiste | 160.00 1, 600 
Pichette, George Pichette, Rosalie Pru- 
dum Matt, William Simmer, Patricia | 


Wheeler Schmidt, Joseph A. Wheeler, Jr 
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Allotted land in new purchase program (Flathead)-—Continued 
{Timber status: (1) Uncut; (2) cutover; (3) partly cutover; unnumbered, open lands] 


UNIT NO. 9—Continued 











! ! 
| 
Allot- | | | Esti- 
ment Allottee Present owner | Acres | mated 
No. | } | value 
—- - ilniipail —| may zm incticecninciniateinapalisoctibnciamiiaial mens 
(2) 353 | Isaac Compeyeh-...--- | William Floyd McDonald.-.......-- ----| 160.72 | $1,607 
(2) 354 | Mary Louise Compeyeh..-.--. CFE PA ct tinkanamscecase grease 160. 93 1, 609 
(1) 3038 | Louie Paul Matt__.........-- | Daniel Lawrence, Clarence Raboin, Louise | 80. 00 800 
| McFarland, Alva Rafferty. 
(2) 139 | Mary Pichette__.....-- ..-| James Pichette, Paul Pichette, Baptiste | 80. 00 800 
Pichette, George Pichette, William Sim- | 
mer, Patricia Wheeler Schmidt, Joseph A. | 
Wheeler, Jr. } 
(2) 2560 | Louie Blood.................. bOI ccs nnaan ie  epgiahat snails ast anes 160.00 | 1,600 
(3) 2663 | Annie Decker................ NS sclensillsty > caipnnnimrartini toi hapcbat cesacaratd sceliheraee emanate | 160. 00 1, 600 
| 
UNIT NO. 10 
(1) 2598 | Florence Ellen Carlson._.-_-- PRINS, . sckitentth ts daniekdcssadee tlnnacdawauaniilinn ' 160. 00 $1, 600 
(3) 3026 | Nancy Threse Matt.......--- LL octet thle debnhavddsecnkadiaoddadeasmlal 160. 00 1, 600 
(1) 3241 | Louise M. Salsbury--.-.......- BNO lait hn Gita iii wigdhenpinieainsie se-hicteleivnati 160.00 | 1,600 
(2) 2476 | Charles Andrew-............-- SO 2-5 b calirinedoenteticcscesdalsteaucces 80.00 | 800 
CD ee ORE ae 0 ee eee ee 80. 00 | 800 
209 | Susan Louie Pierre... | Mary Ernestine Sine, Eugene Sine..........| 160.00 1, 600 
(2) 3356 | Joseph Woodcock -- Moses Chouteh, hac SOO Te 80. 00 800 
(2) 2879 | Irene Lemery-.-...-...-.-- pice by Re nctncaniagiceibdna : aecsssedtneuuat 80. 00 800 
(2) 2880 | Joseph Lemery-....------ PD ianiings ib ociais sa weed =t 80.00 | 800 
(2) 2878 | Lilly Lemery......----- bOINR. dantiens- <5 ees ctcuswin cal = el 800 
(2) 3375 | Mary Butler..-__......... | Same_..- | 80.00 | 800 
(2) 2955 | Inez M. McLeod...___ | Same.. 80.00 | 800 
(2) 3345 | Perle White-_- F Frank A. Nordeste, Dennis Allen Nordeste.| 80.00 | 800 
(2) 2949 | Warren McLeod. | Same... ‘ 80. 00 800 
(2) 2948 | Eunice McLeod-.--- | Same__.__- ee basbe 80. 00 800. 
(2) 2612 | Norbert K. Clairmont... .. «| Same... . | 80. 00 800 
(2) 2933 | Frederick A. McLeod... Bernice McLeod Senecal Seki 160.00 | 1,600 
(2) 878 | Phillip Enease Pierre. - - - Clarice Paul Pierre... J 80.00 | 800 
(2) 882 Antoine Pierre ‘ Clarice Paul Pierre, Stevens Matt, Mary | 80.00 | 800 
Valerie Matt. | 
(2) 879 | Madaline Pierre. -_- ....-.. ey eee ee rs 80. 00 | 800 
(2) 1855 | Antoine Chiefeagle......._- Agne s Chiefe: igle RO, craves 80. 00 800 
1853 | Philip Chemstoo.--..-.-- ina SAN em eat us cuasa ib sak cnatille ieee aaa 40. 00 500 
1854 | Collette Chemstoo-.-_.....--- _.do- a a oe ee 80.00 | 1,000 
2) 991 | Joseph Quequesah Ignace Quequesah, Antoine Queques: Weaceaa 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 992 | Mary Quequesah---...---.. peat i= wtb ceadeinn shake abuametbientescencat 80.00 | 1,000 
(2) 1035 | Mary Woodcock aad George V anderburg..- 80.00 | 1,000 
(2) 2592 | Mary L. Calawahcan__......| Thomas Incashola, Jean ‘Baptiste. Incashola, 90.00 | 900 
Louis Incashola, Peter Incashola, Antoine 
Incashola. | 
(2) 622 | Caroline Finley...........--- Isabelle Buckskin, Caroline Buckskin, 80. 00 | 800 
Sahkale Lefthand. | 
(2) 2451 | Rosalie Finley ---.--- .......| Joe Sherwood, Hattie Sherwood, Whitman | 40.00 | 400 
Mathews. | 
(Z) 005 | Antoine Qusqweend sin ccciic.) BOR n a vided cease so 555 os nsccucs cates | 82. 69 1, 000 
994 | Ignace Quequesah-...._--- CG saiacticai pts abi aon c pd idensedtaadaaennes 80.00 | 1,000 
(2) 993 | Joseph Quequesah. -.--- : Ignace - Que Ry ogiaide nw idedaacn 80.00 | 1,000 
(2) 2301 | Sophie Teceshe-.-.-. ae Polassie Incashola, Francis Jose um, Antoine | 80.00 | 1,000 
Joscum, Francois Bigcrane. 
(2) 1811 | Peter Eulopsen_ ..-- ; Annie Eulopsen Sherwood. .----..---...----- 80.00 | 1,000 
2) 1810 | Ellen Eulopsen-.--.---- pil 1 OOvcrnn ds bdiieen cackitied bins etbade ou 80.00 | 1,000 
(2) 2199 | Polassie Ineashola_. d ica ntretpit otadalians 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 2724 | Virginia M. Finley_-.- ....| Henry Felsm: an, John J. Finley, George Ga. 80. 00 1, 000 
Finley, James O. Finley, Agnes Finley | 
| | Bird, Luey Finley Willis. 
(2) 979 | Abraham Mollman. a Mary Stousee Bigjohn..-.-_......-......-...- 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 800 | Lawrence Michel-- -- Sophie Youstah Michel, Jeanette Carpenter, 800. 00 1, 000 
Henrietta Broncheau, Louie Michel, 
Ellen Michel, Mary Christine Michel, 
John Michel, Mildred Michel, Margaret 
| Michel, Eneas Michel. 
(2) 2312 | Pewlasap Sundown Redsky Sundown Adams. -- 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 3046 | Louie Michel Sophie Youstah Michel, Jeanette Carpenter, 80. 00 1, 000 
Henrietta Broncheau, Louie Michel, 
| Ellen Michel, Mary Christine Michel, 
} John Michel, Mildred Michel, Margaret 
Michel, Eneas Michel. 
(2) 803 | Susan Brooks do 7 ; 80. 00 1, 000 
(2) 2323 | Penamee Whischenee. - Sophie Youstah Michel, Annie Andrew, 80. 00 1, 000 


} | Isaac Andrew, Louise Peters, Georgia 
Brooks, Ernest Brooks, Jr., Cecile Brooks, 
| | Lenette Brooks. 


30451—58——24 
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Allotted land in new purchase program. (Flathead )—Continued 


[Timber status: (1) Uncut; (2) 


UNTT NO. 10—Continued 





Allot- 
ment Allottee 
No. 

(2) 3044 | John Michel-_---- 


(2) 2956 
(2) 3302 


(2) 2645 | 


(2) 366 


(2) 2926 
(2) 3204 
(2) 1809 





(2) 687 | 
(2) 3043 


(2) 3045 


(1) 2875 
(2) 2735 


2507 


(2 
(2) 2913 





(2) 3059 


Mary Cecille Madsen 
Baptiste Telpah_- 

Joseph Mack Couture_..- 
Harriet Antoine-- 


Louise MeDonald--._-.------ 


Georgia Marie Proctor - -- 
Thomas Eulopsen---- 


Alexander Joseph -- _- 
Agnes Michel. - 


William Michel 


Benedict J. Lemery-__- 


Annie Ellen Fyant--- 


Earl Donald Bachman_ 
Oliver G. MeCrea___- 


| Julia Ruth Courville_ 


(2) 2700 
(2) 2699 | 


(3) 3054 | 


(1) 3305 
(1) 3114 
(1) 3221 

2825 
(1) 2794 
(1) 2563 
(1) 2814 
(1) 2813 
(1) 2815 
(1) 2498 
(1) 2690 
(1) 3191 
(1) 3040 
(1) 3041 
(1) 3093 


(1) 3085 





Phillip B. Clairmont 
Wanda Barnaby 

Lucille L. Pablo, deceased 
Alexander L. Courville 


Frank Minesinger- 


Mabel C. Dupuis 

James P. Dupuis 

Robert N. Miles 

June ©, Tiffany_- Bt 
Amelia M. Normandin_._- 
Henry Raymond, Jr 
Emily L. Jorgensen 
Marion C. Hastings 
Emerald Lucy Bonser 
Phyllis M. Hull 

Daniel Hull 

Mildred Hull 

Geraldine P. Ashley 
Agnes Flora Dupuis 

Ceres ees 
Dora May Meyers... 
Winnette C. Meyers-__- 
Kenneth D. Munter ‘ 
Antoinette Mary Moss-- 


ecutover; (3) partly cutover; unnumbered, open 


Present owner 


Sophie Michel, Jeanette Carpenter, Henri- 
etta Broncheau, Louie Michel, Ellen 
Michel, Mary Christine Michel, John 
Michel, Mildred Michel, Margaret 
Michel, Eneas Michel. 

Same_.-... 

Same_.-_. 

Sidney Allard 


| Mary Keytoo Pierre, Patrick Pierre, Phillips | 
| Pierre, Christine Oldhorn, Caroline | 


| Pierre, Ann Catherine Pierre, Benjamin 
| Ascensio, Penama P. Cocowee, Susette C. 
| Bigerane, Anthony Louis Adam, Mary 
Inhoostay Michel, Jeanette Michel, Hen- 
rietta Michel, Louie Michel, Paul Chalro, 
| Rose Antoine Plant, Josephine Antoine, 
| Alice Antoine, Leonard Antoine, James 
| Antoine, Marion Antoine, Cecile Antoine, 
| Francine Antoine. 
ON oc ia cecsans es te xnessccccnpenenezene 
| Margaret McD. Trickey-- 
fJoseph Walter Todd, Jr- 
|\Mary Wanda Naomi Todd 
Adelaide Chalwain 
Sophie Michel, Jeanette Carpenter, Henri- 
etta Broncheau, Lovie Michel, Ellen 
Michel, Mary Christine Michel, John 
| Michel, Miidred Michel, Margaret 
Michel, Eneas Michel. 


Louise Adams Michel, Ellen Michel, Mary 


Christine Michel, Mildred Michel, Mar- 
garet Michel, John Michel, Eneas Michel. 

Same_._- 

Susan Squeque, Joseph F. Squeque, Marvin 
Louis Squeque. 

Same__-. 

Same. 


UNIT NO. 11 


Same-.--- 

Same_- 

Same 
| Probate pending 

Elsie Bisson Courville, Leona Mae Cour- 


ville, Delores June Courville, Marlene | 


Ruth Courville, Frederick L. Courville, 
Henry Leroy Courville, Kenneth A. Cour- 


ville, Constance J. Courville, Laura Jovee | 


Courville, Clara Yvonne Courville, Alex- 
anter R. Courville, Donna Marie Cour- 

| ville. 
Agnes Minesinger, James Minesinger, 
Charles Minesinger, Nellie Minesinger, 


Peter Minesinger, Elizabeth Minesinger | 


Dupuis, Marion Breuninger, Emma M. 
Livingston. 
oe So . 
Same 
| Joseph A. Miles_ 
| Same dmeee . 
Mary E. Normandin, Alfred Normandin 
| Same 
| Same 
Maurice Hastings, Hattie R. Hastings 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same . Sumani 
Cecille Lamoose Plant, Francis Plant ------ 
Same sh - 
Same 
Same 
Same 


80 
80 
80 
80 


160 
140 


00 
00 
. 00 
. 00 


00 
00 





lands] 





120.00 | 


20 


120 
80) 


158. ¢ 


160 
120 


160 


80 
80). 
60. 

100 

120, 

120 

104 

140, 

160 

140 

120 

160. 

120) 

160 

100 


160 
164 


155. 


. 00 


00 
OO 


00 


00 


0 


00 
00 
. O7 
00 
. 00 
00 
23 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 


00 | 
00 | 
140. 00 | 
00 | 


87 
. 23 


Esti- 
mated 
value 


$800 


1, 000 
1, 000 
1, 000 
1, 000 


, 000 
, 000 


800 


800 
800 


, 600 
, 400 


1, 200 
200 


$1, 200 
SOO 
, 584 
, 600 
, 200 


td be 


. 600 


800 
800 
, 000 
000 
200 
200 
, 042 
, 400 
, 600 
, 400 
, 200 
, 600 
, 200 
600 
, 000 
. 400 
600 
, 649 
1, 553 


mt pet ph fh fm ph fh fh fe fh fh fd hed 





4. FORT BELKNAP CONSOLIDATED AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau oF InpiaAn AFFAIRS, 
Harlem, Mont., Jume 13, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. Murray: There are transmitted herewith in duplicate, 
the completed tabular forms and reply to questionnaire furnished this 
agency with your letter of April 17, 1958. 

Both forms and reply apply to the Fort Belkna Reservation, the 
Rocky Boy’s Reservation, and Turtle Mountain public domain allot- 
ments which are under the administrative jurisdiction of this consoli- 
dated agency. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. Duswane, Superintendent. 


A. Repty TO QUESTIONNAIRE AS TO Fort BELKNAP RESERVATION 
PART I 


1. As of July 1, 1957, there were 65,892 acres of land in tribal 
ownership. The total 65,892 acres were in trust status. The Fort 
Belknap Tribes owned no acreage in fee simple status in 1947 and as 
of this date own no real property 1 in fee simple status. 

2. A total of 533,181 acres of land were in individual ownership as 
of i 1, 1947. 

No tribal or individually owned lands passed from trust title to 
fee ‘simple title during the fiscal years 1948, 1949, 1950, 1951, 1952, 
and 1954. In 1953 there were 5 transactions: in 1955, 1 ‘transaction: 
in 1956, 1 transaction; and, in 1957, 1 transaction in which lands 
moved from trust to fee simple status. 

4. Notribal or individually owned trust acreage passed to fee simple 
title during the fiscal years 1948, 1949, 1950, 1951, 1952, and 1954; 
1,127 acres were transferred from trust status in 1953, 245 acres in 
1955, 180 acres in 1956, and 320 acres in 1957. A total of 1,872 acres 
has passed to fee simple title during the 10 years preceding fiscal yea 
1958. 

5. There were no transactions from trust to fee simple status during 
the fiscal years 1948, 1949, 1950, 1951, 1952, and 1954. During the 
fiscal year 1953 there were 3 issuances of fee patents, 1 removal of 
restrictions against alienation and 1 transfer to fee status because of 
inheritance by or devise to a non-Indian. One fee patent was issued 
during the fiscal year 1955; 1 fee patent was issued during the fiscal 
year 1956; and 1 fee patent was issued during the fiscal year 1959. 
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6. No acreage passed from trust to fee simple status during the fiscal 
years 1948, 1949, 1950, 1951, 1952, and 1954. There were 694 acres 
transferred to fee simple status through the issuance of fee patents, 
32 acres by removal of restrictions, and 401 acres through inheritance 
by or devise to non-Indians during the fiscal year 1953 ; 245 acres were 
transferred to fee simple status in 1955 through issuance of fee patent; 
180 acres were transferred to fee simple status in 1956 through issuance 
of fee patent and in the fiscal year 1957; 320 acres were likewise trans- 
ferred through issuance of fee patents. 

7. No transactions were consummated during the fiscal years 1948 
through 1957 by which tribal or individual Indian lands were added 
through acquisition of lands not previously under Indian ownership. 

8. No acreage was acquired during the fiscal years 1948 through 
1957 for tribal or individual Indian ownership from lands not pre- 
viously under Indian ownership. 

9. No transactions were consummated during the fiscal years 1948 
through 1957 by which tribal or individual Indian lands were added 
through acquisition of lands not previously under Indian ownership. 

10. No acreage was acquired during the fiscal years 1948 through 
1957 for tribal or individual Indian ownership from lands not pre- 
viously under Indian ownership. 

11. A total of 123,098.54 acres of land were held in tribal ownership 
as of December 31, 1957. All of this tribal acreage is held in trust 
status. The Fort Belknap Tribes have not acquired and do not 
hold any acreage in fee simple. 

12. A total of 475,974.23 acres of trust lands were in individual 
Indian ownership as of December 31, 1957. 

13. No special acts of Congress have affected the acquisition and 
disposal of Indian lands. 

H. R. 7241, introduced by Representative Metcalf on May 6, 1957, 
and reported with an amendment on April 30, 1958, for the purpose 
of removing the restrictions as to alienation of allotted lands desig- 
nated as homestead under the Fort Belknap Allotting Act of March 3, 
1921 (41 Stat. 1355), will aid the Fort Belknap original allottees who 
desire to either sell or fee patent their lands. Lands designated as 
homestead are frequently so interspersed with the balance of the indi- 
vidual allotment that either sale or the fee patenting of the balance of 
the allotment is either impossible because of the acreage of salable 
tracts or impractical as to fee patent issuance when benefit to allottee 
is considered. Passage of the bill is most important to the individual 
Indian owner of lands on this reservation. 

This reservation has been under the Indian Reorganization Act since 
December 13, 1935. Through the years, the allottees have been averse 
to the sale of their lands except to the tribe. The thought that sale 
only to the tribe, or an individual of the tribe, was possible has been 
fostered by the tribal council continually since that time. Until very 
recent years it appears evident that the administration at this agency 
gave full support to the idea. At the present time a large number of 
the landowners are considering the sale of land to the general public 
if the tribe does not wish or is unable to buy. We have an approxi- 
mate 100 applications for the sale of land to the general public at this 
time. 

The demand for sales and fee patents will rapidly increase, now that 
the general Indian public is aware that sale to the public may be had.. 
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eneral, the lands are useless to them as only a few run livestock 

oe farts and the rental income is mostly from grazing fees which 

avis about 25 cents per acre and return from $80 to $130 per 

allotment of 360 to 520 acres. This grazing rental varies to a very 

limited extent so far as allotments on various parts of the reservation 
are concerned. 

About a third of the Fort Belknap people who own interests in 
lands upon the reservation live away from the reservation. Of those 
who do live on the reservation an approximate 50 percent leave the 
reservation during the spring and summer months to work on con- 
struction, the railroads, and on ranches and farms in Montana. 

Sales of restricted lands to the general public will be beneficial to 
people of Indian blood for several re: isons. First, it will increase 
competition for Indian lands thereby raising rental values. Second, 
it places sufficient cash in the hands of a landowner so that he may 
possibly establish himself in a locality where work is available to him 
the year around and he will be able to properly care for and support 
his family. Third, many of the old people live in want and without 
medical care during their last years because of aversion to the use of 
governmental fac ilities provided. This situation would be relieved 
and is relieved to some extent through sales although it frequently 
happens that before funds can be provided through sales, the old per- 
son dies because of the sales regulations which must be met and the 
consequent loss of time between application for sales and consumma- 
tion thereof. It is suggested that funds for immediate purchase of 
old peoples’ holdings should be made available, if possible. Imme- 
diate purchase by Government followed by sale to the public might 
be the solution. Fourth, sales of land can play a large part in ena- 
bling Indian people, who have been relocated to other parts of the 
country, to weather periods of unemployment and other features of 
adjustment to a different environment. Fifth, a number of people 
now living on reservations and owning land interests which they do 
not use make no effort to earn a living. This gr ‘oup of people follow 
the natural human trend or desire to ‘get something for nothing, i. e., 
the paltry sum derived from grazing rental and ‘from welfare sup- 
port. They are frustrated people who resent the fact of supervision 
of their lands and have a strongly developed inferiority complex 
because of the enforcement of such supervision. Inasmuch as the 
huge majority of these people are now Indians, only insofar as being 
of Indian blood is concerned, they should be allowed the sale of their 
lands on the basis that they will move toward supporting themselves 
when they realize that support in some form, no matter how small, is 
no longer forthcoming. 

The Fort Belknap Indian Community Tribal Council is strongly in 
favor of the purchase of allotted lands and has purchased 56,687 acres 
of such lands in the last 10 years. Purchases were made as a result of 
corporate enterprise loan of $75,000 in 1947. Of this amount $60,000 
is still owing the United States Government. The tribes are still pur- 
chasing occasional tracts from income from tribal lands but such pur- 
chase cannot begin to meet the demand for sale of individually owned 
Indian lands. It might be stated here that almost none of the tribes 
organized under the Indian Reorganization Act have returned a per 

capita profit derived through the efforts of the tribal corporations nor 
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is there any likelihood that such will come to pass in the foreseeable 
future unless constitutions and bylaws and method of operation of 
corporate tribal bodies are radically changed to the extent that they 
can readily be liquidated for failure to produce financial returns. 

14, (a) ‘The Fort Belknap Tribes fortunately purchased not more 
than six undivided interests in multiple-ownership lands and at the 
present time have no intention of making such purchases now or in the 
future. 

(6) On the Fort Belknap Reservation there are 12 undivided inter- 
ests owned by non-Indians in trust lands which amount to 4,387 acres; 
there are 8 undivided interests owned by Canadian nationals (Indians) 
which amount to 4,795 acres; and there are 70 undivided interests 
amounting to 9,075 acres owned by American Indians from other 
reservations in the United States. 

(c) On the Fort Belknap Reservation there are 237 undivided inter- 
ests in allotments which are owned by minors registered on reserva- 
tions which are under the Indian Reorganization. Act. No determi- 
nation can be made at this time as to whether these minors live on or 
off reservations. It is reasonable to assume that one-third or more 
do not live upon reservations. The holdings of these minors amount 
to 26,652 acres. 

(d@) There is much difficulty encountered in the leasing of lands in 
heirship status, particularly in the case of negotiated leases. Current 
regulations require that the signatures of all adult heirs be procured. 
Some adult heirs ignore requests for signatures because their share 
interests are too small to be of any value or interest to them; others 
refuse signature because the income from the estate or estates in which 
they inherit must be paid to the United States for settlement of in- 
debtedness allowed by probate and they receive no income for years: 
still others refuse signature because they have entered into agree- 
ments of indebtedness with the tribe or the United States and all of 
their income from trust lands must be collected by the United States 
and applied on such indebtedness; still others have lived away from 
the reservation all of their lives or for such a long period that they 
have developed exaggerated ideas as to values and therefore are averse 
to agreeing with the other heirs by affixing their signatures to leases. 
In many ¢ cases individuals living away from n the reservation c ompletely 
ignore correspondence which deals with the leasing of lands in multi- 
ple ownership. 

Under present regulations a period of a year or more elapses before 
all of the signatures of the adult owners of a tract of land can be pro- 
cured and a lease validated. 

This agency is now attempting to procure powers of attorney from 
all adult heirs involved in multiple ownerships, authorizing the super- 
intendent at a jurisdiction to advertise the lands and execute leases 
thereon under terms and conditions determined by him and at rentals 
considered by him to be fair rentals based on land values. This method 
of handling will undoubtedly result in some increased rentals but will 
defeat the “policy of the Indian Bureau insofar as encouraging the 
individual to assume responsibility for his holdings is concerned. 
However, it appears to be the only course open which will permit the 
limited staffs at most of the agencies in the field to discharge their 
duties toward the procurance of the best rents possible from Indian 
lands in trust by the United States Government. 
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It is very evident in the field that, is long as lands are permitted to 
be held in trust status and multiple ownership and realty staffs are 
not increased tremendously over present staffing, a means must be found 
whereby lands in multiple ownership can be placed under lease with- 
out endeavoring to procure the agreement of any of the heirs. This is 
especially true in cases where the number of heirs is greater than six; 
where indebtedness allowed by probates exists; and in cases where 
one or more of the heirs are indebted to the tribes or the United States 
and collections must be made from the income of the individual. 

(d) Disposal of lands—<An increasing amount of difficulty is being 
encountered in the disposal of lands in multiple ownership because of 
disagreement among the heirs and for other reasons. 

Under present regulations, insofar as tribes organized under the 
Reorganization Act are concerned, all of the ownership of lands in 
multiple ownership must give its consent to and acceptance of sales 
values before a sale may be consummated. In cases where minors 
and certain other incompetents are concerned, guardians must be ap- 
pointed and the expense of such borne by Indian people, who, all too 
frequently, do not have the funds necessary. 

It is also true that the share interest of a minor very often will not 
return sufficient value to warrant the expense of guardianship appoint- 
ment. Any one adult heir or guardian may block a sale at satisfactory 
values for a number of reasons such as a personal dislike for the pro- 
posed purchaser; because he does not have an immediate need for the 
ee from the sale; because a part or all of the sale proceeds may 

1ave to be applied on probate indebtedness; because his share interest 

or a part thereof must be applied upon his own indebtedness to the 
tribes of the United States Government or for the payment of other 
authorized debt; because of court judgments for the support of chil- 
dren, etc.; because he has an exaggerated idea of sales values; because 
he cannot be located ; because he has been offered recompense by some 
disgruntled individual was was not given an advantageous opportunity 
to purchase and sometimes because of jealousy and hate for another 
among the heirs. 

It often takes longer than a year to procure the consents to and 
acceptances of sale values when there are a number of heirs involved 
and several or all of them live away from the reservation. 

(e) To our knowledge, the Secretary’s arbitrary authority to sell 
heirship lands when the original allottee has died intestate as set forth 
in the following language quoted from trust patents— 

* * * but in the event said Indian dies before the expiration of said trust period, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain the legal heirs of said Indian and 
either issue to them in their names a patent in fee for said land, or cause said 
land to be sold for the benefit of said heirs as provided by law, * * *— 

has never been put into effect as to allotted trust lands on this or on 
any other Indian reservation. 

On many of the reservations the heirship situation has reached the 
point where the arbitrary authority of the Secretary to sell heirship 
lands should be used because there is no longer an income return to 
the individuals holding trust title. In a large number of cases the 
income of most or all of the share ownerships is collected as handling 
fees by the Indian Bureau and the overall cost of such handling far 
exceeds the total rental return. The Government of the United States 
also pays for the greater amount of effort and time required to keep 
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the ownership records current, to prepare probate data and to ad- 
vertise and place under lease. 

A total of 1,189 individuals were allotted on the Fort Belknap 
Reservation. Of these 635 are dead. Approximately 120 allotments 
of deceased allottees have been sold but remain in trust status because 
the tribe has made three-quarters of the purchases and individual 
Indians have purchased the balance. At the present time there are 
183 allotments, comprising 67,531 acres, in which only one heir is 
involved ; 249 allotments comprising 89,698 acres in which from 2 to 
5 heirs are involved; and 158 allotments, comprising 57,727 acres, in 
which 6 or more heirs are involved. In the case of the 158 allotments, 
each of which is owned by 6 or more individuals, we estimate that 53 
of the allotments are owned by from 10 to 40 heirs. The annual in- 
come to each individual from the heirship tracts in this group is 
exceedingly low. In some cases it will range from $8 to $15 per year 
and in others, where the heirs are more numerous, from $2 to $3.75 
per year. When the allotment consists of several separate tracts, 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs handling charge very often exceeds the 
income to an individual shareowner. 

The consolidation of inherited interests in order to benefit indi- 
vidual heirs and to put these multiple owenrship lands into single 
ownership can seldom be effected because of law and regulations in- 
volved as well as failure among the heirs to come to an agreement. 

It appears necessary that the Secretary’s arbitrary authority, to 
issue fee patents covering allotted lands in heirship status or to sell 
the land and distribute the proceeds, must be put in effect and vigor- 
ously carried through if the present ownership of such lands are to 
receive any benefit therefrom during their lifetimes and Bureau of 
Indian Affairs personnel is to properly handle trusteeship without a 
tremendous increase in personnel. The heirship situation has reached 
a point where inheritances are valueless to a great degree insofar as 
income is concerned. The proper handling of the lands likewise en- 
tails a great amount of governmental time and expense which must be 
considered as lost or wasted inasmuch as there is scant if any return to 
the individual heir. 

The Fort Belknap Tribes have always been permitted to buy allot- 
ted trust lands including heirship lands. The constitution and bylaws 
of the tribes provide for the purchase of lands in heirship status at 
the time of adoption and approval of the constitution December 13, 
1935; they also provide for the purchase of lands of individuals over 
60 years of age; for the purchase of lands in excess of 640 acres owned 
by an individual member and for the purchase of the lands of indi- 
vidual members who desire to leave the reservation permanently. 

The tribe has likewise been encouraged by the Bureau to buy heir- 
ship land as one means pointed toward the solution of the heirship 
problem. 

PART II—FORT BELKNAP 


1. Twenty-one tracts, comprising 15,625 acres of trust lands, have 
been purchased by the Fort oe Tribes since July 1, 1953, which 
have been alleged to be key tracts by individual Indian owners, the 


tribes, or the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
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All of the 21 tracts comprising 15,625 acres, sold and listed as 
es tracts, were so considered by the tribes, individual Indian owners, 
and Indian Bureau personnel. 

3. Twenty-one tracts, comprising 15,625 acres considered as key 
tracts by the tribes, were sold to the tribes or to individual Indian 
owners since July t 1953 

4. No tracts considered ‘by the tribes to be key tracts have been sold 
to non-Indians since July 1, 1953. 

5. No key tracts have been sold to non-Indians. Therefore no dis- 
cussion as to effect on the Indian trust land can be furnished. 

6. No so-called key tracts which were in fee simple status have been 
acquired in trust or restricted status ky individual Indians or by the 
tribes since July 1, 1953. No discussion as to effect of such purchases 

can be made. 

Comment on key tract purchases by individual Indian owners and 
by the tribes on the Fort Belknap Reservation is to the effect that an 
exceeding few of the people of Indian blood living on the reservation 
are in a financial position to make any purchases at all. Tribal 
moneys are limited to such an extent that very few purchases can be 
made. Any action on the part of the Bureau of Indian Affairs toward 
giving arbitrary preferences in purchase rights to individual Indians 
or to the tribes can only result in loss of interest by prospective pur- 
chases on the open market and definite monetary loss to indivi ‘dual 
Indian owners because of the lack of interest development. 

The Fort Belknap Tribes are notified as to all individual requests 
for sales or for fee patents in order that they may endeavor to enter 
into negotiated purchases ahead of the general public if the tribes 
desire the land. 

PART IlII—FORT BELKNAP 


1. The Fort Belknap Indian Community of the Fort Belknap Reser- 
vation, Mont., is an Indian corporation organized under the Indian 
Reorganization Act. 

It has a standing committee composed of 4 members chosen from 
among the duly elected membership of the governing body which 
consists of 12 members. 

This committee reviews all proposed leasing of tribal land and 
offers to sell land to the tribe and make its recommendation to the 
council as a whole. The committee acts only in an advisory capacity 
to the council. 

Under the constitution and bylaws, the members of this committee 
do not receive salaries. They receive $3 per day while in session as 
council and committeemen and $0.05 per mile from their homes to the 
place of meeting and return ther efrom to their homes. 
~ 2, The Fort “Belknap Tribal Council furnishes one clerk-typist to 
the Realty Branch whose salary is paid from tribal enterprise funds. 
This person does the tribal land enterprise bookkeeping, types leases 
on standard governmental forms covering both tribal and allotted 
lands, does general Realty Branch typing and such other standard 
governmental Realty Branch work as may be assigned by the Realty 
Branch head at this Agency. This employee is paid from local funds 
and is not a civil-service employee but is under the direction of the 
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Superintendent of the Fort Belknap Consolidated Agency. The Fort 
Belknap Indian Community also pays the salary, $3,175 per annum, of 
1 GS-3, Realty Branch, clerk-stenographer. This individual is a 
civil-service employee; the salary is included in the annual budget by 
the tribal council of tribal land enterprise funds. This individual 
takes and transcribes general Realty Branch dictation including cor- 
respondence ; types reports and legal documents; receives and processes 
oil, gas, and mineral leases, receives and checks applications for fee 
patents and for the sales of lands; maintains files as to land sales, fee 
patent applications.and leases and performs other related duties as 
assigned. 

In addition to the two salaries hereinbefore mentioned, the Fort 
Belknap Indian Community annually sets up from tribal land enter- 
prise funds which accrue through collection of lease and range permit 
fees charged by the enterprise, a portion of the salary of one clerk- 
stenographer, GS-3, assigned to land operations, this salary contribu- 
tion is in the amount of $978 per year. This individual takes and 
transcribes dictation for all departments under land operations, types 
reports, and files land operation materials, acts as receptionist and 
as secretary to the land operations head. 

The community also sets up annually from tribal land enterprise 
funds, the salary of a part-time clerk assigned to range. This indi- 
vidual does general typing for the range conservationist, and types 
range permits, schedules of collections and such other work as assigned. 
The annual salary contribution for this year is $1,200. 

3. The Fort Belknap Indian community does not have a real-estate 
adviser either on a full- or part-time basis. The amount of tribal 
funds available or of tribal land enterprise funds available is insuffi- 
cient to carry the salary of such an individual. 

4. The community does have a real-estate committee of 4 indi- 
viduals appointed from among the 12 council members. This commit- 
tee does not have authority to approve real-estate activities. It acts 
in an advisory capacity to the council as a whole. 

5. The Fort Belknap Tribal Council does have a real-estate com- 
mittee which advises the council as to tribal real-estate activities. 
This committee’s recommendations are based upon information fur- 
nished by the realty branch of the agency and upon individual and 
collective thinking and experience by the various members of the 
committee. 

6. The tribes have never employed private consultants to study any 
of the phases of its real-estate activities. No reason can be given 
for the nonuse of consultants other than lack of funds, lack of ex- 
perience in the use of consultants, and possibly to repugnance in the 
thought of accepting guidance from individuals outside of the tribes. 
The Bureau of Indian Affairs has not disapproved such employ- 
ment at this agency and would not disapprove except as funds were 
not available for the service. 

¢. The Fort Belknap Tribes do have a tribal land enterprise. This 
tribal land enterprise was set up in temporary form in 1946 and the 
detailed plan of operation was approved by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in 1947. 
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As originally proposed the purpose of the land-service enterprise 
was— 
to assume the clerical work and services involved in leases, permits, exchanges, 
partititions, sales, purchases, assignments, and other adjustments in owner- 
ship or use of individual and tribal restricted lands * * * including advertising 
for sale of oil and gas and mineral leases and the preparation of oil, gas, and 
mineral leases. 

This plan of operation was approved retroactively at the time of the 
1947 approval. 

- ‘ati as finally approved by the C issi - of 

rhe plan operation, as finally approved by the Commissioner o 
Indian Affairs, had set forth as the purpose of the enterprise the 
following: 

The primary purpose of this tribal land enterprise is to buy allotted lands, 
particularly complicated heirship tracts on the reservation and return such 
lands to tribal ownership. It will also be the purpose of this enterprise to 
secure the return to tribal ownership, either through purchase or legislation, of 
the 19,691 acres of State school lands within the reservation boundaries. These 
lands were granted to the State of Montana in accordance with the act of Con- 
gress of March 3, 1921 (41 Stat. 1855). Another purpose of the enterprise will 
be to secure a permit from the Secretary of the Interior authorizing the Fort 
Belknap Indian community tribal land enterprise to administer the 25,530 acres 
of so-called submarginal land on and adjacent to the reservation. It may also 
be neecessary in this connection for the tribal land enterprise to purchase addi- 
tional lands adjacent to the reservation to block out the present submarginal 
and IRA land purchase holdings. 

Both of these tribal land enterprise plans were set up and approved 
by the Bureau at a time when realty branch staffs were woefully in- 
adequate insofar as the handling of realty records and current work 
of leasing, sales, fee patents, and vital statistics were concerned. 
Realty branch staffs shortly thereafter were drastically reduced to 
the extent that the Bureau of Indian Affairs, at some agencies, car- 
ried no realty personnel whatsoever and tried to operate at other 
places with one employee in civil-service status and such other help 
as it could beg and scrounge from the tribes. It was therefore nec- 
essary that tribal land enterprises be and were set up with the 
thought in mind that such enterprises, particularly on reservations 
organized under the reorganization under the Reorganization Act, 
would take over and handle all realty branch functions at the agency 
level subject to the supervision of the agency superintendents. The 
arrangement could not be considered as a successful solution and, in 
1954, the first steps in this area were taken to beef up realty branch 
staffs sufficiently to handle the realty situation insofar as current work 
is concerned. At the present time, staffs are still composed of civil- 
service personnel paid from appropriated tribal funds and tribal per- 
sonnel paid from local tribal funds, as is the case at Fort Belknap. 
Realty branches at the various agencies are still understaffed in 
general because of the workload engendered by the heirship situation 
and the fact that records are not set up to handle the present situation. 
A few agencies have been fortunate in that competent personnel was 
procured from other governmental agencies, without the reimburse- 
ment of funds, to set up some of the records so badly needed. Those 
Indian agencies not so fortunate must set up the records along with 
the current workload. These agencies will require years for the 
development of such records under the circumstances. 
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The necessity for the realty branch to use, in its operation, tribal 
employees who are principally responsible to their employers (the 
tribes) rather than to the United States Government which has the 
trusteeship responsibility continues a situation very much to the 
detriment of governmental prestige. It likewise results in poor morale 
at the agency level and usually lowers the volume of work completed. 
It may also be stated that the time spent in orientation and instruc- 
tion of such employees is lost through somewhat rapid tribal per- 
sonnel turnover. 

The realty branch at this agency is responsible for the supervision 
and all of the work of the tribal land enterprise except action by the 
tribal council in rejecting or accepting transactions. 

At this reservation the setting up of the tribal land enterprise has 
resulted in the retention in trust status of a large acreage which prob- 
ably would have passed into fee by this time. 

8. The Fort Belknap Tribes under their constitution and bylaws 
and the tribal land enterprise have never had the complete control 
of real-estate operations both tribal and allotted on this reservation. 
All transactions have been supervised by a civil-service employee 
under the direction of the agency superintendent and all transac- 
tions have been by or through the Billings area office. 

Tribal handling of realty operations is not successful because of the 
effect of tribal politics, family relationships, personal gain and influ- 
ence, turnover in employees, and generally a lack of technical ability. 
Bureau handling properly discharges the trust responsibility as long 
as sufficient staff can be maintained at the agency level. 


B. Repty To QUESTIONNAIRE AS TO Rocky Boy’s ReEservaTIoN 


PART I 


1. The Rocky Boy’s Reservation on July 1, 1947, consisted of 
104,843 acres of trust lands in tribal ownership. The tribe held no 
acreage in fee-simple status at that time. 

2. There was no acreage in individual Indian ownership as of 
July 1, 1947. 

3. There were nine disposals of tribal trust property to fee status 
during the fiscal years 1948 through 1957. These are tabulated as 
follows: 


Number of 
Year: transactions 
reece a tee se Sem Ses Sh) 2 I 1 
aL tak ES eS Bick oa ee eae ee ee ee bh Pee iy) 1 
PE be ct is tas be a tet el Bae Se Bk ih 5 
a I a aca EN ek a Be ee Be 1 
etree ae ending I 


4. There were 3,196.65 acres of tribal lands transferred from trust 
to fee-simple status during the fiscal years 1948 through 1957. These 
are tabulated as follows: 


Year: Acreage 
ad i ic cach en a ca Sis cit i ae a a a a hie 80. 00 
ta ae I 320. 00 
I eke ececactl oat lela psi ihomsais nian aston tena Gaon ciseceablics encanta aneetaifas ain 1. 65 
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The following types of transactions as to disposal of tribal lands 
a place during the fiscal years 1948 through 1957 : 





Year Type Number 
1949__ Exchange to fee-simple status______-- 1 
Dnt Bh na bds z teh A hates 1 
1952...... Sales to fee-simple status (town lots)... 5 
Descecsa Exchange to fee-simple status_...........--- Samad 1 
Be itatititd hewn Rs itiiclincimnndin sakicelicehetabddutbiegite bd kedidenioh 1 








The following acreages of tribal lands were disposed of during 
the fiscal years 1948 through 1957: 


Year Type of transaction Acreage 
1949 Exchange to fee simple status 80. 00 
1950 do ai 320. 00 
1952. . Sales to fee simple status (town lots) -_-.-- } 1. 65 
1953 Exchange to fee simple status 320. 00 
1954_- ee ee on iN ee er 2, 475. 00 


During the fiscal years 1948 through 1957 the tribe acquired lands 
not previously in Indian ownership through transactions listed 


follows: 
Number of 


Year: transactions 
Ssteitctsiteantrts en nce ech ed cn ah aa tlc bien cies eh a dase tinea Sides le kine Aaa ee oe 1 
I a i a ht a iia as tak ci heme aa wn eel boleh dct debheheg aa hdceebab din Ante Hobh ove 1 
eter ecantcecesneicwearae aerate x ee aeee sth nebhc ep oho ccc lcd Sere es a aa 2 
ected cishn cas btn en leer aamib lca timate ins ditteersip apes cabateshat ieee eine cutie 1 


The tribe acquired 5,407 acres not previously held by tribes or 
individual Indians during the fiscal years 1948 through 1957 through 
the following listed transactions: 


Year: Acreage 
Pin wnncntutacinestae iinet c ee hh et hate esta actnaah ab etadinplbaede el 480. 00 
iLL Se ee ea eee 320. 00 
Diets eet ee ly ere 3 pb bands meee ents 800. a 
Dra eiaksoncarepeeh dacaips gt A aceinceptnddicnsnck Sieiapeaioua wae cates ae 3, 807. 


During the fiscal years 1948 through 1957 the tribe te Sh 
lands not previously in Indian ownership through transactions as 
listed below: 


Year Type of transaction Number 
1949 Exchange from fee-simple status 1 
1952 do. 1 
1953 do 1 
1953_- Purchase of fee lands. - 1 
1954 1 


Exchange from fee-simple status 


10. There were 5,407 acres, not prev sided held by the tribe or indi- 

vidual Indians, a quired by the tribe during the fiscal years 1948 
thirst 1957. These acreages are listed below and held in trust 
status: 


Year: 


Acreage 
a a ial wai 0s rca ateomeai a emtaL aE Sosa ina ied ioesddeonaneRaa aaa 480 
Fe eee a oe ce ei adhe eee ess eines ein eg kare ee Eee ene ee ae 320 
Rid wetedtd let aL Ob eels hn ee eh 5 eh eee 800 
ON as ais dew eieteuenwlcénene ce cetendsiusdesn dc aebreedieees 3, 807 
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11. A total of 107,053 acres were held in tribal ownership on the 
Rocky Boy’s Reservation on December 31, 1957. All of the acreage 
is held in trust by the United States Government. The tribe has ac- 
quired no acreage in fee. 

12. There is no trust or restricted acreage in individual Indian 
ownership on the Rocky Boy’s Reservation. The reservation has 
never been allotted. 

13. No discussion of special acts required. Do not affect the Rocky 
Boy’s Reservation. 

14. The Rocky Boy’s Reservation is unallotted. There is no heir- 
ship problem as to lands. 


PART II-——-ROCKY BOY 


1. No tracts designated as key tracts of tribal lands on the Rocky 
Boy’s Reservation have been sold. The reservation is not allotted. 

2. None of the tracts sold or exchanged were considered by the tribe 
or Bureau of Indian A ffairs to be key tr racts. 

3. Question does not apply to the Rocky Boy’s Reservation. 

4. No tracts alleged by the tribe to be key tracts were sold to non- 
Indians. 

: There were no key tracts sold to non-Indians. 

6. All purchases and exchanges on the Rocky Boy’s Reservation 
were acquired in trust status and are considered as key tracts necessary 
to consolidate tribal holdings or control water for livestock. No 
lands are held in fee simple. 


PART TII—ROCKY BOY 


1. The Chippewa-Cree Tribe of the Rocky Boy’s Reservation, Mont., 
is a tribal corporation organized under the Indian Reorganization Act. 
The business committee, which is the elected governing body of the 
corporation, consists of nine individuals. The tribe does not have a 
real-estate employee. The tribal treasurer makes recommendations 
to the full business committee as to proposed realty transaction and 
that body exercises all committing authority. No salary is paid for 
real-estate-employee services. 

No real-estate-employee salaries are paid in part or in full from 
the ‘Rocky Boy’s tribal funds. No personnel is employed. 

3. The Chippewa- Cree Tribe does not have a real-estate adviser, 
either on full-time or part-time basis. The tribe has a very limited 
amount of funds at any time and must rely on governmental advice 
and its own thinking and experience. 

4. The tribe does not have a real-estate committee with authority to 
approve real-estate activities. This authority is exercised by the busi- 
hess committee as a whole. Proposed tr ansactions are few and the 
tr re is reluctant to place authority in the hands of a committee. 

The tribe does not have a real-estate committee which advises the 
facia committee (council) with regard to tribal real-estate activi- 
ties. Proposed transactions are few and the business committee de- 
pends upon information from the Government and its own thinking 
and experience in arriving at decisions. 

6. The tribe has never employed private consultants to study phases 
of its real-estate activities. It does not have funds sufficient to pay 
such consultants. Tribal bodies ordinarily are averse to acceptance of 
advice of outsiders also. The Indian Bureau has not disapproved 
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such employment and would not disapprove when funds are available 
for the payment of such services. 

7. The tribe does not have a tribal land-enterprise organization. 

8. There has been difficulty in the past in persuading the Rocky 
Boy’s business committee to abide by the constitution and bylaws of 
tribe. The desire has been to operate entirely without supervision 
and Bureau approval. However, within the last 2 years this situation 
has been brought under control and no unapproved realty obligations 
are outstanding. The desire to operate without the confining restric- 
tions of constitutions and bylaws and governmental supervision is 
always present and must be controlled until the tribal corporations 
and their officers are made fully responsible for their acts and govern- 
mental trusteeship completely terminated. 


C. Repty To QUESTIONNAIRE AS TO TuRTLE MouNTAIN 


(Public domain allotments attached to the Fort Belknap Consolidated 
Agency for supervision) 


PART I 


1, All Turtle Mountain lands under the supervision of this agency 
are scattered on the public domain in five counties and none were in 
tribal ownership as of July 1, 1947, or previous thereto. 

There were 68,577.93 acres of trust or restricted lands in Turtle 
Movmntan allottee individual ownership on July 1, 1947. 

. There were 100 transactions in Turtle Mountain lands resulting 
in ail age of lands from trust to fee simple status during the fiscal 
years 1948 through 1957. These are listed as follows: 





Number of Number of 
Year: transactions | Year—Continued transactions 
Sait italcisarcsa' cep aeniverentewnncunsietadie wheelie 1} i ceewignit-<uckimnie lavnmkiees See 5 
hin eticsndnionmaiel eteaaumnaie 28 icant ncaa ical eine 11 
a rece Sa income 37 Nettie an nurcngttton ht ieee 18 





4. There were 15,998 acres of Turtle Mountain public domain passed 
from trust to fee simple status during the fiscal years 1948 through 
1957. This acreage is listed as follows: 


Year: Acreage | Year—Continued Acreage 
ea ee Dai bes ensevt c hess. utile ate eed 800 
De BRE ca 2s savin on Boseessaicae aes: Sea I sn 6a Ost cin cee Ante hee 
ae foes ee | re J) hide OL 2, 880 


5. The number sad type of transactions, by which Turtle Mountain 
public domain allotments passed to fee simple status are shown below: 


— — — ——_——$—$—$—$—$——$— Se 


Year | Type of transaction | Number of 
transactions 


Fes oxcsecct SY BEF PN Bin no cdneicaauanpdascdonminio Su CNGaR aad Ameo ee 1 
IOs 55 t Veer ie ss oa. eo eh eae eR ei eta ees 9 
1953 .| Bales to fee status 19 
1954_____.| Patents-in-fee dads wwok sosss att bbw Ati ede deubewebscbbddducacadadadenea tebe 24 
1954 ..| Sales to fee status rs 13 
1955 ..| Patents-in-fee 2 
1955_......| Sales to fee status 3 
1956._....| Patents-in-fee : 4 
1956_......| Sales to fee status 7 
1957_.....| Patents-in-fee 14 
1957 ; PE O0 SOO SENOS, cnt te ntendcwackdwinnnwainlesdsseneee tana 4 


| 
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6. The acreage on the 100 transactions in Turtle Mountain public 
domain resulting in passage of lands from trust to fee simple status 
is shown in tabulated form below: 














Year Type of transaction Acreage 
Sa OR 7 hii sbi dudbbboh bob ceepibdsssbdelbibid ddochewucddeibt 160 
es ha a ng a oaninantnannotes alee ane 5 waren ream oie 1, 439 
Sales to fee status 3, 039 
Patents-in-fee_-__. 3, 840 
Sales to fee status 2, 080 
Patents-in-fee____ 320 
Sales to fee status 480 
Patents-in-fee 640 
Sales to fee status 1, 120 

| Patents-in-fee : 2, 240 
I ON a a msl paennannanne 640 





¢. There were no transactions by which land not previously in 
Indian ownership was acquired by Turtle Mountain allottees and held 
in trust status. 

8. Answer to question 7 above applies. 

9. No transactions of this type took place. 

10. No transactions of this type took place. 

11. There was no Turtle Mountain tribal ownership in these lands. 

12. A total of 52,579.93 acres of Turtle Mountain public domain 
allotments were in individual Indian ownership in trust status as of 
December 31, 1957. 

13. It is not believed that there are any special acts of Congress 
affecting acquisition and disposal of Turtle Mountain public domain 
allotments which either interfere with or expedite transactions in these 
lands. Turtle Mountain lands are being sold upon application for 
sales and fee patents are issued upon application and determination 
that the applicant is competent. 

14. The multiple ownership of Turtle Mountain lands is compli- 
cating the disposal of such lands to a great extent. There is no at- 
tempt at acquisition. The Turtle Mountain people owning interests 
in Turtle Mountain heirship lands are scattered far and wide and 
much time is required in order to close a transaction. 

(a) The tribe owns no undivided interests in these lands. 

(6) This agency does not have statistics but we estimate that three- 
fourths of the 370 tracts remaining under this jurisdiction are in 
heirship status. It is further estimated that we have 10 non-Indian 
undivided interests and 8 foreign national undivided interests. We 
estimate that there are 20 undivided interests held by people of Indian 
blood from other reservations. 

(c) We can furnish no estimate as to undivided interests owned by 
minors on reservations which are under the Indian Reorganization 
Act. 

(d) Considerable difficulty is encountered because of failure of 
Turtle Mountain heirs to agree in the matter of leasing heirship lands. 
This situation applies to a limited extent, also, when some of the heirs 
request aoartinn sales. 





INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 363 


(e) There appears never to have been an arbitrary exercise of the 
Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands when the allottee has died 
intestate. The Turtle Mountain Tribe is not interested in the pur- 
chase of lands. ‘The question of encouraging or permitting the tribe 
to buy public domain allotments has never come up. 


PART II—TURTLE MOUNTAIN (P. D. A.) 


This part of the questionnaire does not apply to the Turtle Mountain 
public domain allotments under the supervision of the Fort Belknap 
Consolidated Agency. 


PART II—TURTLE MOUNTAIN (P. D. A.) 


The Turtle Mountain Chippewa Tribe has assumed no responsibility 
for real-estate activities at this agency. 

It maintains no real-estate employees and pays no salaries or makes 
other contributions. 

This part of the questionnaire does not apply to the Turtle Mountain 
public domain allotments under the supervision of the Fort Belknap 
Consolidated Agency. 


Acreage summary, Fort Belknap Reservation, fiscal years 1948-57 


| TotalIn- | Govern- | 








Tribal | Allotted | diantrust | ment Total 
acres acres |}lands aeres| owned | acres 
acres 
= —EE ———— ee —_—_—__—_ —— —$—$$______—__ ————— | ——— 
June 30, 1957... epi cemabbiianunmela 122, 579 | 476, 494 | 599, 073 29, 329 628, 402 
Disposals to fee status: | 
2 8 SS } ee hcsvecnetecb apes ndsaneg = 
Fiscal year 1956... iechediisaodciomibak iia ‘ | 180 edie . 
PR ESCs Cin cdcdndcddducnn 245 oct 
EE UE Hide nb asdcndnctatanunue oe 1, 127 | save 
FE asec sadicabiscicata did Reeptteb mlbiih daeipdomaiegdiol | 1, 872 > . 
Acquisition from fee status........------- None it 
Sales to tribes: | 
Fiscal year 1957_-. 1,577 DG E Lkcnedeins Rc leneuks eu aoe abewranene 
Fiscal year 1956_-- . 1, 677 Ng GEE Ancintecendanelcdandne catsup aaa abt 
Fiseal year 1954__- ia 5, 461 8 SRE fb oace cn cdenchesbancascns Pendens 
Fiscal year 1953__-. naneadeiely 717 | FRE hicccasics este cial ree benedeni aiadmaniae 
Fiseal year 1952__. 9, 708 WO, BE ssc chine etititnimras easiestha a: tecea etiweatis Renda 
Fiscal year 1951... ‘ ‘ 6, 883 | a gr ee ee See 
Fiscal year 1950-.- 6,015 | GIG Inewyeccawscc Ecce upanteuin ieee omen ae 
Fiscal year 1949... sistas ee 9, 912 | 9, 912 dae ain Reais aie 
Fiscal year 1948... eaemebie 14, 737 | 14, 737 pend bieechaebneiiteeen 
ON eo Sh Se i tai 56, 687 | Bi CR eo boas te aes er 
July 1, 1947. iicte ala eaaee a bek Medals de oe 65, 892 | 535, 053 600, 945 | 29, 329 630, 27 
Total original reservation __--. o hisiginsi ai dabiniet Gea atennasacee is dp aoc 651, 119 








30451—58——2! 


on 
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Acreage summary, Rocky Boy's Reservation, fiscal years 1948-57 

















Govern- 
Tribal Allotted ment- Total 
acres acres owned acres 
acres 
PA i eiiccciciiccepeqess saci iat ee ae Se | 107, 058 
Disposals to fee status: a 
I as, Sita dewendsesbcecnncubasane = Bi dike nccdgnnclebdcbuaseusmbeicspotekt 
Fiscal year 1953....--------.-..-.....-.....-.--.-.. et... te ep ottt se 
I Lk ces eseawe Gusti nisi © had cxisers scans} aii madisl é 
i of cenesousatcccseeseennadnacs ans SEs sanccanaa tcsensceacusehcaces eee 
EE UE Bein ecoeccescennns teens Fe ataideiuee OP tn ccnendedhe kanes b Ma 
an 3, 197 i 
Acquisitions from fee status: F r ™ Se. 
i a  nicint nna ncenecndpine picabues ei int selected | on 
nis cron linnowereirdes wel niadebey | a au A dark bce 
DPE 6lcedvensucusceceucce roadtcsccuces SEE Be nnenenn saa tapecsaes 
PE CED iceeiennconecuncennonviessaeweenhs BP hee dhe can tahi cdc deden pied doaklone 
memes) 2058 Be Ot AV bi ue Cleo Berne a Pie LE. 
es ibntbasbdudaaxsedewed BR Ue bane ncicns cutdeebeeannnes | 104, 843 
NE DONE POO aoc np ntcesecasecacnnensocccesleccesnsse Oe es boa aaa ante aeaincthetiae 105, 472 
| 





Acreage summary, Turtle Mountain allotments under Fort Belknap jurisdiction, 


fiscal year 1948-57 








Allotted | Total 
acres | acres 

ei A citi ounces sos psontatliwasscnnecdueucascceces= 57, 388 | 57, 388 

D: to fee status ae coher 
a ed. De ane dhu debeincntenmaabile 2, 880 
ES ET SE ERE SAE SET 2 St ES SS ee, 1, 760 | 
MAR Rathnnckck aw eteMRStOONEEkandabnacwuney 800 | 
SE ic adn oles Seales nbalghoubeniamahuckeent huakhiaal 5, 920 | 
ci eR ed pauls designed Eedbdadedeiion ote 4, 478 | 
Fiscal year 1952... .-- ei eae, RAG oe 6 he ee ee Rel hel bl udiatsennnind 160 | 

i seh lh ahh nace at hee ahead es manbienaddinkndiebnewtoaliacmaieuiics MONS Bes insite. 
PS tieceinitennannntindepermonmngeas SWER Ew HEN ERS SASTNE KES s cOdneenseaes ite 73, 386 73, 386 
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5. FORT PECK AGENCY 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orricr or Inp1AN AFrairs, FIELD SERVICE, 
Poplar, Mont., June 16, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Sir: In response to your letter of April 17, 1958, together 
with the questionnaire, we enclose tabulated information and narrative 
report regarding the disposition and acquisition of Indian lands for 
the last 10 years. 

We believe you will find the report and tabulated figures complete 
for the purpose desired. 

Sincerely yours, 
Davw P. Weston, Superintendent. 





INFORMATION REQUESTED IN REGARD TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE Dis- 
POSITION AND ACQUISITION oF INDIAN LANDS ON THE Fort PECK 
InpIAN RESERVATION IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


The following answers are submitted as to tribal and individually 
owned trust or restricted lands on the Fort Peck Indian Reservation: 

1. On July 1, 1947, there were 153,646 acres of tribal lands held in 
trust by the Fort Peck tribes. In addition there are under revocable 
permit to the tribes 85,338 acres of Government-owned (submarginal) 
lands. The 10-year permit is effective January 1, 1949, and expires 
December 31, 1958. There was no acreage acquired in fee by the 
tribes. 

2. On July 1, 1947, there were 1,066,619 acres of allotted or in- 
div idually owned trust or restricted lands held by members of the 
Fort Peck tribes. 

3. During the period from July 1, 1947, to and including fiscal year 
1957, there were a total of 2,696 land-conveyance transac tions (leases, 
permits, etc., not included) involving 421,480 acres. This figure in- 
cludes 8,944 acres of public-domain allotments of the Turtle Mountain 
Reservation at Belcourt, N. Dak. 
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4. Number of conveyance transactions and acres to fee status 


* 


through advertised sales, patents-in-fee, and otherwise : 


Number of Acreage | Number of | 


Acreage 
transactions | transactions 
| 
OO ti nated 44 | icine heise dca 137 34, 293 
MONDO coho nore asecen 70 | 160008 Wl FOOR. Sc ccnc ete ed 266 69, 518 
SP ae a 29 | 7 BD a: WOR nce bcs seacs as 309 59, 507 
WOR gaat ditnasiumecn | 40) SE OR rie 104 13, 941 
sts ekicni it. 3 36 | BOE WON idle 178 34, 057 


5. For number of transactions for each year, broken down by the 
type of transaction, see tabulated sheets attached. 

6. For acreages for each year, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion, see tabulated sheets attached. 

Lands not previously under Indian ownership : 

7. The tabulated record information show only 3 tracts containing 
total of 400 acres purchased in 1949. 

8. See answer to No. 7. 

9. See answer to No. 7. 

10. See answer to No. 7 and tabulated sheets attached. 

11. There were 169,905 acres in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957. There were 944,775.43 acres held by the United States in trust. 
There were no acres acquired in fee by the tribes. 

12. There were 774,870.48 acres of trust or restricted land in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

3. The act of June 30, 1954 (68 Stat. 358), provided restoration to 
individual ownership certain oil and gas rights either in a restricted 
or unrestricted status. This has had some effect on the disposal of oil 
and gas mineral interests in which in some instances were valuable. 
Those rights which were restored in an unrestricted status have not 
always been disposed of to the betterment or benefit of the owner. 

There appears to be no other acts of Congress that are of particular 
significance in the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands on the 
Fort Peck Reservation. No general study has been made to determine 
the cause and effect of tribal-land sales on this reservation. No doubt 
many instances of individual cases can be cited which worked to the 
definite benefit of the landowner. Other instances can be cited where 
proceeds of such sales has been used within a very short period of time 
without real benefit to the owner. Individual cases of land sales are 
now being closely scrutinized. Much closer supervision is now being 
exercised over funds derived from the sale of lands under Bureau 
supervision in order to insure maximum benefits to individual Indians 
who are disposing of their land holdings. A large portion of our 
applications for supervised sales are for the purpose of providing 
better homes or improving present homes in order to raise living stand- 
ards. Many of these applications are coming from individuals who 
have been or are expecting to participate in the old-age assistance pro- 
gram or other State- or Federal-aid program. 
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In the 6-year period from 1949 through 1954 fiscal years the Fort 
Peck tribes purchased 16,259 acres of allotted lands. In 1954 the 
land-purchase program of the Fort Peck tribes was stopped by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs because no definite policy had been developed 
by the tribes for the purchase of additional lands. The lands being 
purchased, in many instances, were tracts scattered over the reserva- 
tion without thought to the consolidation of tribal holdings. In some 
instances the lands were of rather poor quality and it would appear that 
the acquisition of similar lands would not be in the best interest of the 
Fort Peck tribes. The executive board has been periodically consider- 
ing a land-purchase program, but has not yet completed any definite 

olicy that could be considered by the Bureau and the Department. 

n 1956 a proposed general land policy statement was drafted for the 
purchase of additional lands. No final action has been taken on this 
proposed policy and we are currently at a standstill so far as tribal 
purchase of land is concerned. There appears to be a difference of 
opinion among the members of the tribes on this question. Certain 
individuals feel that the majority of tribal funds now in the general 
treasury should be used to purchase additional lands. Others contend 
that the majority of funds should be used to make a per capita pay- 
ment to the members of the tribes. This office has no idea of how or 
when these differences may be resolved. In 1957 the tribal executive 
board passed Resolution No. 47-57-6, dated June 17, 1957, requesting 
that the tribes be allowed to purchase the 85,338 acres of Government- 
owned (submarginal) lands. Copy of the resolution is included. 

14. The fractionated multiple ownership of Indian allotments defi- 
nitely has adversely affected the acquisition and disposal of individual 
Indian lands. It has also created serious problems in the leasing and 

rmitting of lands for agricultural, grazing, and other purposes. It 
is estimated 60 percent of the Fort Peck Reservation Indian allotments 
to be in heirship status. The problems incident to sales, acquisition, 
leasing, and so forth, of Indian lands will continue increasing each 
year unless suitable and appropriate legislation is enacted with an over- 
all plan for solution. 

(a) Ownership of undivided interests in land held by the Fort 
Peck tribes is negligible. 

(6) The records show 46 non-Indians having various undivided land 
interests in 66 Fort Peck allotments containing 13,906 acres. In ad- 
dition our records show 48 Canadian nationals holding various frac- 
tionated land interests in 60 Fort Peck allotments containing 11,779 
acres. Determination of the Canadian nationality question requires 
much research of the records, both, in Canada and the agency files 
of the States for use as evidence in modification of probate findings. 

(c) The tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation having tribal rights 
as stated elsewhere are not under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(dz) Some difficulty is encountered in obtaining consents to sales 
of heirship lands, particularly, where the interest owned is very 
small. Generally, however, where the owners can be located their 
consents are readily given. 
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There is more difficulty among the heirs or owners in reaching an 
agreement in the consummation of negotiated leases and permits. This 
is due to the various interests inv olved, rental rate, and the personal 
choice of individual lessee to whom the land is to be leased or permitted. 

(e) Our records do not show that any use has been made of the 
Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands when the owners have died 
intestate and have left minor or incompetent heirs. 


PART II-—FORT PECK 


The records of the Fort Peck Agency since July 1, 1953, show no 
question raised, either by the tribal board members, or individual 
Indian landowners, regarding sale and disposal of so-called key 
tracts of Indian lands. C onsequently, the Bureau officials were not 
called upon to determine whether the sale of a particular tract was 
either a key tract or not a key tract. Nor has the tribes or individual 
Indians purchased any fee land regarded as key tracts converting 
title to trust or restricted status. 

Within the past year—considered 1 of our big years for the sale of 
Indian lands—not more than 2 tracts of the total sales could be con- 
sidered as key tracts. These tracts were located in grazing units 
and involved stock water. Based on this estimate and the absence 
of complaints, it is doubtful if very many key tracts have been sold 
since 1953. Since no questions were raised regarding sale of key 
tracts, there is no documented account in the agency files. 

In view of the foregoing explanation the questions under part IT 
may be answered as follows: 

1. None. 

2. None. 

3. None. 

4, None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts of Indian lands within estab- 
lished grazing units to non-Indian purchasers there would be little 
or no adverse effect on the use of lands remaining in Indian owner- 
ship. If any adverse effect develops it would appear when the 
present grazing permit expired and the Indian lands were readver- 
tised for letting under a new permit. Even then it is doubtful if the 
effect would be of a serious nature for the cost of developing new 
stockwater reservoir and ponds is part of the agricultural stabilieation 
and conservation program involving Federal-aid funds. Under such 
conditions a keener competition for range land conceivably could 
develop to the benefit of the Indian landowners. In this part of the 
State of Montana there is every indication of continued demand for 
Indian lands for grazing purposes and the improvement and develop- 
ment of the livestock industry. 

6. None. 
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This part of the questionnaire is to ascertain to what extent the Fort 
Peck tribes have assumed responsibility for real-estate activities. 

1. There are no tribal real-estate employees at the Fort Peck 
Agency. 

2. The Fort Peck Agency have four agency real-estate employees, 
whose salar y is paid by thetribe. Position, salary, and nature of work 
shown as follows: 

Clerk-stenographer, GS-3, $3,175: This position is located in the 
Records and Control Section, Branch of Realty, Fort Peck Agency. 
The duties of this position concerns principally with the preparation 
of land status and ownership statements, inherited interest records 
and maintaining and keeping current generally, land records of In- 
dian ownership changes, maps, plats, and preparation of periodic and 
special realty reports. 

Clerk-typist, GS-2, $2,960: This position is located in the Records 
and Control Section, Branch of Realty, Fort Peck Agency, and con- 
cerns principally with the preparation and maintenance of Agency 
land records, and assists the supervisor with any matters pertaining 
to probate and changing of records. 

Clerk- -typist, GS-3, $3, 175 (temporary position to June 30, 1958) : 
This position is located in the Tenure and Management Section, 
Branch of Realty, Fort Peck Agency, under the immediate supervi- 
sion of the Chief of Section. This position is established primarily 
to perform such necessary work and assist in various duties to effect 
a current status of the serious backlog in general leasing matters of the 
Agency involving allotted, tribal, and submarginal lands, including 
public domain allotments located in the States of Montana and North 
Dakota. 

Clerk-typist, GS-2, $2,960 (temporary position to June 30, 1958) : 
This position is located in Branch of Realty, Fort Peck Agency. 
Fifty percent of the duties and responsibilities of the position is work 
related to the Records and Control Section and 50 percent devoted to 
the Acquisition and Disposal Section, Branch of Realty, and under 
supervision of realty assistant, GS-9. With respect to Records and 
Control Section, assists in setting up new records, files, and mainte- 
nance of landownership changes due to sales, fee patents, etc.; clear- 
ing allotment files and installing new folders; generally keeping cur- 
rent landownership records of the Agency. With respect to Acqui- 
sition and Disposal Section, work relates to search of Agency records 
and files for information in the preparation of land appr aisals, sales, 
issuance of fee patents, and includes the preparation of deeds of con- 
veyance, acceptances, and other related papers for consummation of 
realty transactions involving allotted lands of the Fort Peck Agency 
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and public domain allotments located in Montana and North Dakota. 

3. The tribes do not have a regularly employed real estate adviser 
or consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities. 

4. The tribes do not have a real estate committee with authority to 

approve tribal real estate activities. 
5. The land and lots committee and the oil and gas committee are 
two committees among several appointed by the tribal executive board. 
In order to expedite the work of the board (tribal organization), 
these two committees only recommend to the board as a whole what 
action is deemed necessary and beneficial to the tribes. 

6. No real estate consultant has been employed by the tribes. Nor 
has the Bureau disapproved such employment. 

7. On March 3, 1949, there was duly approved Tribal Land Service 
{nterprise of the Fort Peck Reservation. This project is presently 
in force. 

The purpose of this enterprise is to schedule and collect certain fees 
to pay for necessary cost of clerical and ministerial work in processing 
realty transactions and incidental expenses involving individually 
owned restricted and tribal lands, such as leases, permits, exchanges, 
partitions, sales, purchases, etc. Annual fees collected average $15,000. 

Up until about July 1, 1956, the salaries of the Fort Peck realty 
staff, except three positions, were paid from tribal funds, including 
fees collected under the service enterprise. Later in 1956, the salaries 
of the entire realty personnel were authorized to be paid from gratuity 
or appropriated funds. 

An evaluation of the success or effectiveness of such an enterprise 
cannot accurately be made for the reason that, while tribal funds 
were used, the tribal officials exercised no direct control or supervision 
over the work of the realty personnel. At the outset practically all 
realty positions at the agency were filled with qualified local Indian 
people. Much of the agency work is dependent on local help. Per- 
sonnel turnover is tremendous. Due to the distance and isolation, lack 
of adequate Government housing, medical, hospital, and other facili- 
ties, it is difficult to recruit personnel beyond local areas. 

8. The real estate operations on the Fort Peck Reservation are 
totally under Bureau control. All personnel hired from tribal funds 
are hired under civil-service regulations and must meet civil-service 
standards for employment. 

In the past 2 years, there has been a great deal of confusion in the 
matter of leasing of tribal and submarginal lands. All leases and 
permits on tribal holdings are first submitted to the land and lots 
committee of the executive board. This committee makes recom- 
mendations to the executive board for action to be taken on each 
application for use of tribal lands. There has been much controversy 
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among the different factions of the board in individual cases. Re- 
cently, these committees have been quite heated. Particularly in many 
instances where Indian applicants have been awarded leases or per- 
mits over non-Indian applicants, who in some instances have not 
used the lands for several years. The executive board is in the process 
of setting up a land use policy which may alleviate some of the past 
differences. On June 12, the executive boned set up a third draft 
of a land-use policy; copies are attached. The internal strife which 
has characterized the tribal government of the Fort Peck tribes for 
several years would result in many inequities if the tribes were to 


totally operate the real estate program without Bureau supervision. 
It is doubtful that the Fort Peck tribes will be able to successfully 
manage their own affairs until such time as they set up an effective 


system of 
corporate charter. 
is 
be successful. 


overnment through proper constitution and bylaws and 
The Fort Peck tribes rejected the 1934 act. 
oubtful that any attempt to organize under the 1934 act would 
Specific legislation for the organization of the Fort 


It 


Peck tribes might be desirable if any attempts are made to organize 


under law. 


Acreage summary, Fort Peck Reservation, fiscal years 1948-57 
































Total In- Govern- 
| Tribal Allotted | dian trust ment Total 
| acres acres j|landsacres| owned- acres 
acres 
| 
PU Be, cat de tiemnovastetccdenvetesnces 153, 646 1, 066, 619 1, 220, 265 1 85, 338 1, 305, 603 
- eterna areas eieitinenel “ a Scankinciniciicaial A tae a 
| | =| om : 
Disposals to fee status: 
POPORE ORE BOB: 5-0 6a ned - 22 ans 50 dn no) 4 nats - ney 8, 902 5 skeen digh. a beherasrads be < ceaes sts 
Fiscal yeor 1000... ........222--222---]---0-2----- 18, 566 |.......----.|..-..---..-~]-------..- 
Fiscal yeer 1060-................-.22..-].--..<----68 7, 553 |....-...----|--------.--.]---------- 
EE DE inecnncppaseenerspnanhan — PE Ate naiinta 0K cGns wand aadvasasas 
a |, | acnenesenane or AL |------------| dete Meidedimatseunwdaee 
Fiscal year 1053.............-------..-- | deeie phe sony WOME BAG a8 eirdih od ovoiensserdedispey oon ddaek 
EE DE sick ccnbqnkbae dre teongenn| hansageustia & CONE Tiddwiinen cteas] paba ens tnt oils othakhan sce 
Ween! yous tee. - 6185.2. bciGbheb—- 99, 507 |...-.-------|----------.- 1 nannbdidid 
NEE TIN BD oc findidenncesnqnaeenesddn|acsbessspens 13, 941 kb indedns Med dhepannad cin beehea 
SE a ers eee aehh 34, 057 |------------ shodetdudddibbosasntdeds 
TOtAL aa nnnnaeeneneeecneseeeon a EY) a ee eee 

Acquisitions from fee status: 

Fiscal year 1949...............------- ldeddchkescoss 80 | eh Sid kibwWidvbescsde 

ORR POOR CU. ~ eerie bences riot vce] esresnnere-§ 360 -----|--- shienbaedatatie 

iets Ler is, 3snsst- 2b 5 545-4 cdl -wssesb ies 440 lo ad l Seavtagd- os 
is Ss} = ==> = = 

Sales to tribe: ; 

7 GE ONE SO Bo os nn cite enakeoing 320 _ B90 |----+---n non] --- = -pege | oo enone 
IRE IT SON ni ace pdagaceh<cckses 7, 671 7, 671 |..------.-- Lnditutnerevhcagutes ears 
Fiscal year 1951__.....-.......------.-- 4, 305 4,908 |<,,.-----.- ees: 7 ? 
REE SUED cnbndaceascnkgunges t 3, 390 3, 390 ledebenoneome |------------|------------ 
Miscal yee? 1958.2... 0252-22222 29.015) 253 253 | ...--.------]-+----------]-----+.-+--- 
es) a ea 320 et nibensacsiel sab eked bank 

Total.......--------------- a" fter --|__ 16,259 16, 259 |.....---.---|------------|-+------+--- 

Jute WOOT. 9 os 6s8- 2208s edhe | 169, 905 __790, 550 960,455 | 85, 338 1,045, 793 

Total original reservation._.........- edie ahsiaiad Bie en ga albtiteltecnice feta eae 2, 093, 124 





1 85,338 acres above designate1 Government owned are the submarginal lands purchased by the U. 8. 


Government 


(See title II, National Industrial Recovery Act, approved June 16, 1933 (48 Stat. 200), and 


Executive Order No. 8955; Emergency Relief Act of Apr. 8, 1935 (49 Stat. 115); sec. 55 of title [ of the act of 


Aug. 24, 1935 (40 Stat. 759).) 
Peck tribes. 


The permit is dated Sept. 30, 1948, and expires Dec. 31, 1958. 


Above submarginal lands now under 10-year revocable permit to the Fort 
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Acreage summary, Turtle Mountain allotments under Fort Peck jurisdiction, 
fiscal years 1948-57 





Alloted acres | Total acres 
PUR |; Tis et ani dncedee stadt dci dips cecdnctindeuipibiibina eae 52, 933 52, 
—_———— ———————————— —————_} 
Disposals to fee status: 
Fiscal year 1953......-.... sihedichebeinieniniainrespeddaaa cemmaiease ae EE fa taanatigioenen 
PE EE Sica ts bane anck eines radksldcmncdsananmdieuabiadnantnsaimanied iy) 1 See eR 
EE, SOO BUELL ci aenncksiedaeethot nancadduudadtubiainieaeaicmnnnnal | Gt EeitkGeksndenetie 
PE SON PU daudwdinacacybabehnwanes nace ascneabewedidbedgoaaeabamnedl | 
Fiscal year 1957-_........- anaieinniiies a ei tin nba ciate mek a habuaan accel aired GO btbwncnensease 
etek oa atiihiw te Sie ebiase ewaspbanastottecknee I Eric snes cee 
Sitsiah i I hrs ote ere ccse eran ol eee a ee 43,980 | "43, 989 





The above allotments are public domain ellotments located in toth Montana and North Dakota. 

The administration of the above lands is the responsibility of the Fort Peck Agency, Poplar, Mont.; 
however, the basic land title and probate records are maintained at the Turtle Mountain onsolidated 
Agency located at Belcourt, N. Dek. 
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Proposep GENERAL LAND POLICY OF THE ASSINIBOINE AND S10ux TRIBES OF 
THE Fort Peck INDIAN RESERVATION, MONT. 


LAND PURCHASE, 1956 
Purpose 

The liquidation of individual Indian allotments has increased so rapidly 
within the last few years that thousands of acres of trust allotments have been 
alienated leaving a great number of Indians landless. Approximately 1,500 
children, descendants of the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes are landless because 
they have never been issued a trust allotment. 

The Indian Reorganization Act of 1934, of which the Fort Peck tribes are 
excluded, restricts the issuance of any further allotments. Present land holdings 
of the Fort Peck tribes are insufficient to allot at a fair and equal basis to the 
original allotments granted since 1908. Based on this premise, it is the plan 
and scope that all purchases be made in the name of the Assiniboine and Sioux 
Tribes to be held collectively in trust by the United States Government in 
perpetuity. No tribal land exchanges will be permitted within range units in 
use by Indian operators. 

Purchases will primarily be made for the purpose of consolidating Indian 
land holdings, with a future outlook of reserving a homesite for the landless 
Indians. 


Purchases 


Purchases will be based on preferential need in the following categories : 

1. Legislation will be proposed to purchase submarginal land, approximately 
85,337.77 acres, at the original appraised price paid by the Resettlement Admin- 
istration. 

2. Purchases will not be made north of township ——— except in cases where 
valuable farmlands are located on the reservation. 

3. Preference in land purchases should be given to allottees owning land within 
range units that are being operated by Indian operators. 

4. Complicated inherited interests will be purchased at the recent appraised 
value. Interests of Canadian born and nonmembers of the tribes will be given 
priority to stop fractionated interests from being alienated. 

5. Individual allotments will be purchased upon application at the recent 
appraised value, provided it is classed as an emergency and will consolidate 
present Indian land holdings. 

6. Present alienated land (deeded or fee patented) will be purchased upon 
application at the recent appraised value, provided the land is so situated as to 
consolidate present Indian land holdings and provided the title can be restored 
in trust. 

7. All land purchases are to be appraised by a committee of 3 members— 
1 member selected from the land committee, 1 qualified person from the land 
leasing department or soil and moisture division, and 1 member selected by the 
landowner. 

8. Land purchases shall be final after recommendations made by the land com- 
mittee are approved by the executive board. 





RESOLUTION No. 47—57-6 


Whereas the Fort Peck Tribal Executive Board is the duly elected body 
representing the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation 
and is empowered to act in behalf of the tribes except to select delegates and 
to adopt members into the tribes ; and 

Whereas the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation, 
Mont., wish to recover ownership of the submarginal lands from the Federal 
Government, and wish to recompensate the Federal Government for what they 
have invested in said submarginal land: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed, That the Tribal Executive Board of the Fort Peck Reservation, 
Mont., adopt and approve this resolution requesting the Federal Government to 
consider the request of the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes to recover ownership 
of the submarginal lands; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Federal Government present to the Fort Peck Assiniboine 
and Sioux Tribes a reasonable price they will accept to convey ownership of said 
submarginal lands to said Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes. 


neem ela 
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RESOLUTION No. 293-58-6 


Whereas the Fort Peck Tribal Executive Board is the duly elected body repre- 
senting the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation and is 
empowered to act in behalf of the tribes except to select delegates and to adopt 
members into the tribes ; and 

Whereas there is a need for a land-use policy for the operation and use of 
tribal townsite lots and tribal lands: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the following tribal land-use policy be adopted and approved 
by the tribal executive board; to become effective retroactive to January 1, 1958, 
from the date of approval. 

TRIBAL LAND-USE POLICY 


I. Tribal townsite lots 


(a) Complete resurvey of all townsite lots of the tribes. 
(b) Any family head will be eligible to lease a tribal townsite lot. 
1. Written justification must be provided when more than one lot is ap- 
plied for. 

(c) Rental rates will be $12 per year per lot for tribal members, and $24 per 
year per lot for nontribal members. 

(d) Lot applications for business purposes will be considered. 

(e) Lots not occupied within 6 months will be cause for cancellation. 

(f) No lots will be subleased or assigned without consent of the tribal execu- 
tive board. 


II. Tribal lands 


(a) All lease or permit applications, contracts, or renewals must be routed 
through the land and lots committee. 

1. Leases, permits, or contracts will be granted for a 5-year term on tribal 
lands. 

(b) Applicant must be bona fide farmer or rancher, and be able to show that 
he is or will be equipped to operate the land applied for. 

1. Tribal members will be limited to the acreage they are equipped to farm. 
2. The same will apply to nontribal members. 

(c) All lessees and permittees must operate the land they lease. (Assignment 
or transfer, without prior written approval of the tribal executive board, will be 
cause for cancellation of leases, and seizure of crops. ) 

(ad) A cash or surety bond is required on all leases, permits, or contracts on 
tribal lands ; with the exception of item 3 under preferences. 

(e) All leases, permits, and contracts to have land-use stipulations attached. 

(f) All operators must seed allotted crops under price-support programs for 
tribal lands on tribal lands. 

(g) All operators must crop half and summer fallow half of the cropland of 
each lease on tribal lands. 


IIT. Farming and grazing rental rates 


(a) Rental on dryland farm acreage to be not less than one-fourth crop 
share. 

(b) All applicants to pay not less than 25 cents per acre for grazing and 
not less than $1 additional per acre on acreage cut for dryland hay. 

(c) A minimum rate of $5 per acre for irrigable farmland and lessees to 
pay the water charges. 

(d@) A minimum rate of $2.50 per acre for irrigable native hay land and lessees 
to pay the water charges. 


IV. Preferences 


(a) Tribal members to be given preference over nontribal members. 

1. Tribal member must make application for leases on or before April 15 
of the year the lease expires on farming lands. Preference shall be given 
to the tribal member who has had the prior lease, and has lived up to all 
the requirements of his lease, permit, or contract. Said lessees shall be 
notified of this regulation prior to the expiration date of their leases, permits, 
or contracts. 

2. Where more than one tribal member is interested in the same tract 
of land, preference shall be given to the applicant whose operations are 
nearest to the land applied for. 

3. The bond shall be waived for a tribal member who still retains his 
allotment or other lands in trust status, as determined by the Superin- 
tendent, or his authorized representative. 
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V. Penalties 

(a) Trespass on tribal farmland without an approved lease will be con- 
sidered as follows: 

1. If seeded, the crop is to go to the party acquiring the approved lease. 
2. The trespasser will have no claim for reimbursement of seed or any 
other work done in preparing the seedbed. 

(b) Overseeding on leased tribal lands will not be allowed. Any operator 
who overseeds his allotted acreage on tribal lands shall pay all penalties in- 
volved, plus the crop-share.rental, and shall have his lease, permit, or contract 
canceled by the Superintendent of the Fort Peck Agency. 








6. NORTHERN CHEYENNE AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFFairs, 
Lame Deer, Mont., Jume 11,1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: In response to your letter of April 
17, 1958, enclosing questionnaire relative to land transactions on the 
Northern Cheyenne Reservation during the past 10 years, we offer 
the following information and enclose tabulations which have been 
compiled from our records as they exist at this time. 


PART I 


1. At present approximately 209,543 acres of land were in tribal 
ownership on July 1, 1947, and is all in trust status. Fifty-seven 
acres were acquired in fee. 

2. At present 234,065 acres of trust or restricted lands were in 
individual ownership as of July 1, 1947. 

3. There are 26 transactions by which tribal or individually owned 
Jands were disposed of and consummated during each year since 
July 1, 1947, through fee patents. 

4, af tater eae 3,623.98 acres of land were disposed of by fee 
patents from Bureau jurisdiction since July 1, 1947. 

5. The number of transactions for each year by issuance of fee 
patents were as follows: 


a pl aiele meinem 5 
a a a 1 
a li lat giana dcinlaceamianigsiabiasonseabteeranmanid 2 3 
a a a a a 17 

a I 26 


6. The acreages by years disposed of by fee patents in question No. 
4 are as follows: 


a a 602. 39 
ee elas 166, 24 
Se as BN ee te EO boos i iaeldiiain aes 490. 00 
as sas ices acca eae ae hte seca ian alg tae tin W 2, 365. 35 


7. Seventy-one transactions were consummated during each year 
since July 1, 1947, by which tribal lands were acquired and 53 trans- 
actions were consummated by individuals either through exchange or 
purchased by negotiated sales. 

8. Approximately 7,805.65 acres of restricted land were purchased 
by the tribe during each year since July 1, 1947, and approximately 


384 
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3,798.34 acres acquired by individuals, either by land exchange or 
negotiated sale. 
The number of transactions by years on question No. 7 are as 
Pein 
Tribal purchases 





isd a ilps hb nee ena BEF Re hats idk tatn dateccnenpitindn ech hentia tibahe 2 
TOGO eek eb a EL 4 1R0G eect ede ed 17 
ES ss hehe bnctinici hahha eenadabedd ode 8 GGT ok thai a ee ee 9 
Fe lindn welinninadediniammmiieeeiae 2 —- 
Pe onc diekdcdcinnominama shone 7 TER A cacathncatnetisbiceenadin iia sata 71 
Individual Indian purchases or exchanges 

1066 oo cu. oe eae A dak albanian at cada 2 
iid ail Ste keane a eCeeil a arial WO GT ics ec cede Ss 3 
Ds ddd odie benphaimmmbniienenalnt 17 

SN oacs anea er csietieteeoae ee eset ence ee 4 TE EO hss tciebiccmimonsteregmidecitamapele 53 
ones oh eaten 9 


10. Acreages acquired in each type of transaction shown under ques- 
tion No. 8 are as follows: 
Tribal purchases 





i Na Fo AM TY L-  ccncraren xiii eda oreiilataasicnialcasihc 2, 428. 54 
ii at ot avesag adintsdeseene aareae octets Bae EC vineccareintnitn eka cntiatcapeetici comet asd 1, 232. 89 
1 NE PER RS ES ae 120. 00 —_——_———- 
is dat ae Le 334. 38 Tote bot 8, 520. 63 
ee i i ccitred tu wiles ie 340. 00 
Negotiated sale 
BRUIT: ocx etc ae cede Unites senate ceatennbo aura ieee OG oeisieitenieees wrasse ctheidscktabaseincc picncienatanaion 3 
ae sticacs si dc tecntccctgannte dat tetedin eas 1 —-- 
Se ne eee ee Oe Rea ae ES 2 GGA is disse ndticteaneen chain 7 
Land exchange 
NO dita nti itt bk aie eee eS ee ea eee ee ee 9 
ee 14 — 
Rss he side hie cciecda ci Be 16  iisiccscncnsiniisteaneutamiataanas 46 
TE sis ik ie 3 


11. There were a proxies 217,348.65 acres of land in tribal 
ownership on Deconibiee 31, 1957 

12. There were approximately 222,635.37 acres of land in trust or 
— land in individual Indian ownership as of December 31, 
1957. 

13. Under the act of May 14, 1948 (62 Stat. 235.25 U. S. C. 483): 
Lands that have been alienated on the Northern Cheyenne Reserva- 
tion since 1955 have been given an on-the-ground inspection and ap- 
praisal. Sale of so-called key tracts to the tribe or non-Indians has 
depreciated the value of surrounding allotments to some extent but 
has not interfered in use of lands for grazing purposes. The tribal 
council has objected to advertising sales and 1 issuance of fee patents 
but have not justified their objections, nor given sufficient reasons for 
wishing to retain land in trust status. There has been little or no 
cooperation from the council in the planning of land disposal and 
acquisition. 

14. The multiple-ownership problem within the Northern Cheyenne 
Reservation is becoming complex and complicated, although lands 
were allotted at late as 1926. In the future this problem will become 
acute because of the multiple-heirship problem. There is a definite 
need for suitable legislation to allow iavatan of complicated heir- 


A pe ED 
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ship lands, and this need will rapidly become more acute as time goes 
on. 

(a) At the present time the Northern Cheyenne Tribe has very few 
few undivided interests in heirship tracts. This effects the heirs in 
disposing of such land to any purchaser except the tribe in that no 
individual purchaser wishes to enter into a partnership with the tribe. 

(6) Undivided interests owned by non-Indian or alien Indians hand- 
icaps disposal of the land in that it involves 2 separate transactions, 
1 on the restricted portion and 1 transaction on the nonrestricted por- 
tion. The nonrestricted portion would involve transactions with 
the counties in which the land lies. However, this reservation has 
very few tracts in this category at the present time. 

(c) Undivided interests owned by minors would be handled by the 
legal guardian and would therefore not cause any particular handicap 
in ‘disposing or acquiring land. 

(d) Difficulty is realized in reaching an agreement when disposing 
of or acquiring land where there are a multiple number of heirs. In 
many instances the shares of the heirs are so small that they have no 
interest in disposing of land. There is also difficulty in reaching heirs, 
particularly when they have moved from the reservation to other 
localities. It is strongly recommended that legislation be enacted to 
automatically dispose “of land where this multiple- heirship problem 
exists. 

(e) There is little difficulty in disposing of heirship lands of minors 
or incompetent Indians, because the legal guardians have the authority 
to act in their capacity. 


PART II—NORTHERN CHEYENNE 


Approximately 71 tracts of land were sold to the tribe by indi- 
vidual Indian owners which were alleged by the tribe and the Bureau 
to be key tracts. 

There were no tracts of land alleged by the tribe or individual 
Indian owners to be key tracts but determined by the Bureau officials 
not to be key tracts. 

3. Seventy-one key tracts, totaling 7,805.65 acres, were sold to the 
tribe. 

4, One tract covering approximately 160 acres which was alleged by 
the tribe to be key tract was sold to a non-Indian. 

5. There are various definitions of the term “key tract.” This par- 
ticular land has a spring within its boundaries and is located within 
arange unit. However, the land immediately surrounding the spring 
has not been included in the range unit in the past and was fenced in 
with a farm and grazing area by itself. Since this was not previously 
utilized as a source of water for the range unit, except what flowed 
downstream through the fence, there has been little or no adverse effects 
on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian ownership. The same 
source of livestock water is now available for trust-land use as was 
prior to sale of this land to a non-Indian. In fact, through the de- 
velopment of water within the tract of land purchased by the non- 
Indian there is a noted increase in the flow of water downstream on 
trust lands. 

Using water alone as a basis for determining key -tract status, the 
topography of Northern Cheyenne Reservation is such that only a 
limited few allotments could control grazing. The water table of the 
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reservation is such that well and spring development can furnish 
extensive sources of range water. 
6. No key tracts hav e been acquired from fee status. 


PART ITI—NORTHERN CHEYENNE 


1. There are no tribal real-estate employees on annual salary at 
Norther n Cheyenne Agency. 

2. The tribe does not pay any portion of the realty employees’ 
salaries. 

3. The tribe does not have regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with his regard to tribal real-estate 
activities. However, the tribal attorney does act in an advisory ca- 
— on real-estate matters occasionally. 

. The tribal organization has a real-estate committee with authority 
to ale e tribal real-estate activities, as far as determining key tracts 
in purchasing land under their present land program. 

5. The trib: al organization has a real-estate committee (the same 
semnhaiten as in answer to question No. 4) which advises the tribal 
council with regard to tribal real-estate activities. 

6. The tribe has a contract attorney who advises them on real-estate 
activities when called upon. The Bureau has not disapproved such 
ar i ment. 

The Land Service Enterprise adopted by the Northern Cheyenne 
Tribe became effective July 1, 1949. ‘The purpose was to assume the 
clerical and ministerial details involving the leasing, permitting, ex- 
change, sales, and other adjustment involved in handing individual 
and tribal trust or restricted land on the Northern Cheyenne Reserva- 
tion. 

Funds were collected in the form of execution fees for leases, permits, 
and lessor fees. All funds were to be used for authorized expenses 
outlined for the purpose set up. 

From July 1, 1949, to July 1, 1957, the Land Service Enterprise was 
handled by the Branch of Realty and the clerical help was expected to 
write grazing permits for the Branch of Land Operations. 

July i. 1957, all fees collected by the Branch of Realty went direct 
to the Treasurer of the United States. From this date on the only 
fees accredited to the Land Service Enterprise account came from 
fees on grazing land. The clerk became the range clerk under the 
plan of operations set up for the Land Service Enterprise and does not 
give any services to the Branch of Realty. 

At the present time a modification is pending council action to 
change the enterprise from the Land Service Enterprise to Range 
Service Enterprise and justifying the use of the funds for range 
clerical and ministerial duties only. This modification will become 
effective July 1, 1958. 

The Land Service E nterprise fulfilled necessary realty work prior 
to establishment of the Branch of Realty in 1956. It continues to 
serve a very necessary function in the processing of range unit permits. 

The tribe or the area office has not been instructed to turn real- 
estate operations over to the Bureau. 

I appreciate your interest in matters pertaining to the Northern 
Cheyenne Reservation and am sincerely hopeful that this is sufficient. 
Additional information will be furnished you upon request. 

Sincerely yours, 
Don Y. JENSEN, Superintendent. 
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7. WIND RIVER AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice oF InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Fort Washakie, Wyo., June 18, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: Your letter of April 17, 1958, requesting 
statistical data relative to real estate transactions on the Wind River 
Reservation has been reviewed and the statistical data requested is 
transmitted herewith. The questionnaire on the disposition and acqui- 
sition of Indian lands in the last 10 years is considered as follows: 


PART I 


Items 1 through 10 are answered on the attached forms. 

11. 1,753,154 acres were in tribal ownership on December 31, 1957. 
This acreage is held in trust by the United States. The Shoshone and 
Arapahoe Tribes do not presently hold any land in fee. 

12. 136,351.13 acres of trust or restricted land were held by indi- 
vidual Indians as of December 31, 1957. 

13. Tribal council resolutions Nos. 509, 510, and 515 are enclosed 
———s the action taken by the Shoshone and Arapahoe Tribes of 

ndians. 

You will note by the chart that land going out of the restricted 
status or being alienated on the Wind River Reservation has been 
very limited. 

14. (a), (5), (¢), (d@), and (e), we do not feel that a problem of 

major importance exists at this time. If sales were being made on a 
major scale, then (a), (6), and (d@) would prove burdensome. 


PART II—WIND RIVER 


1. Six tracts comprising 900 acres were sold in 1953 by individual 
Indian landowners and have been alienated, which were considered as 
key tracts by the Shoshone and Arapahoe Tribes. 

2. The above acreage was not recognized by Bureau officials as being 
key tracts insofar as total control of stock water is concerned, and the 
sale was authorized in recognition of the desires of the majority of the 
individual owners. 

3. The above tracts were sold to a non-Indian and title taken in fee. 

4. Refer to item 3. 

5. The above tracts included approximately 114 miles of Bull Lake 
Creek, the main source of stock water readily accessible in the area. 
The sale of these tracts has interfered with the best use of the tribal 
grazing land adjoining these tracts, which were excluded by fencing. 
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Livestock now on the adjacent rangelands are required to concen- 
trate on the remaining open creek of approximately one-half mile, 
which is not as readily accessible as the area sold. 

6. No acquisitions in this category were made during the past 10 
years. 

PART III—WIND RIVER 


1. Positions, salary, and nature of work of tribal employees and 
employees paid from land and leasing enterprise funds: 

Realty officer 85,7 10 per annum, based on civil-service grade GS-9. 
Salary is paid jointly by the tribes from tribal funds advanced to 
local individual Indian money account. 

The incumbent of this position is responsible for the direct super- 
vision of the realty functions of the agency and is under the immedi- 
ate supervision of the superintendent. The primary duties of the 
position, in addition to the direct management of all leasing, sales, 
transfers, etc., affecting tribal and restricted allotments, is the per- 
sonal handling of all oil and gas and mineral leasing in all phases 
including preparation of notices of sale. As head of the realty section 
he deals directly with the business council on all matters pertaining 
to land transactions with the exception of contracts for tribal assign- 
ments covering base propert ies used by individual Indians in connec- 
tion with their livestock grazing permits. Tribal assignments are 
supervised by Bureau employees in the branch of land operations, 
range management, in conjunction with the tribal range and assign- 
ment committee. 

Assistant realty officer, $4,525 per annum, based on comparable 
Civil Service Commission grade GS-7. Salary of this position is 
also paid from tribal funds advanced to local account. The incumbent 
of this position is an assistant to the realty officer and is in charge of the 
acquisition and disposal, tenure and management phases of the realty 
section in transactions affecting individual allotments. Assumes 
charge of realty section during absence of realty officer. 

Law clerk, $3,415 per annum, based on Civil Service Commission 
grade, GS-3. Salary is paid from local land and leasing enterprise 
funds. The incumbent of this position is responsible for maintaining 
basic land records, which are now being brought up to date, reporting 
land inventories of deceased Indians for probate, assisting in the 
preparation of wills, hearings, and all related duties in the proper 
recording of heirship determinations affecting the ownership of land. 
Position now vacant. 

Clerk-stenographer, $3,175 per annum, based on Civil Service Com- 
mission grade GS-3, salary paid from local land and leasing enter- 
rise funds. Duties of this position are as indicated by the title. 
Kerkerans stenographic work, mainly for the realty office and other 
clerical duties in land work as assigned. 

2. Refer to item 1 of this part. 

3. The tribes do not have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant with respect to real-estate activities. Real-estate matters 
not originating in the business council are referred to the business 
council by the realty officer with his recommendations or comments. 

4. The only tribal committee dealing with real-estate matters is the 
range and assignment committee composed of business council mem- 
bers appointed by the chairman of the respective Shoshone and 
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Arapahoe Business Councils. The primary responsibility of this com- 
mittee has to do with range matters; however, they do assist in review- 
ing and evaluating real-estate transactions involving only tribal lands 
and only recommending actions to the joint business council. 

6. Under a contractual arrangement, with approval by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, the tribes employ Martin Toscan Bennett 
Associates, a firm of consulting engineers located in Washington, D. C. 
This firm is making a continuing study of the mineral leasing on the 
Wind River Reservation, ‘past and present. At present they are con- 
sulted by the tribal council on all matters pertaining to mineral leasing, 
particularly with regard to pending sales for oil and gas leases. 

7. The tribes have what is known as the Shoshone and Arapahoe 
Land and Leasing Enterprise. This enterprise was established in 1948 
to assist in financing the real-estate work of this agency following a 
drastic reduction in appropriated funds for administrative positions.. 
Since the time this plan was initiated and approved by the Commis- 
sioner’s Office, all clerical work in the realty section has been paid from 
this account with the exception of the salary of the realty office posi- 
tion, which has been financed from tribal funds as explained under 
item 1 of this part, and during the past year only, the assistant realty 
officer’s position has been paid from tribal funds. Fees charged on 
transactions performed in the realty and range management sections 
comprise the total income accruing to the erode of the enterprise ac- 
count. The enterprise has provided funds for essential clerical assist- 
ance for realty work without cost to the Bureau or the tribes. Under 
the plan of operation, fixed fees are established and an annual budget 
based on anticipated income is prepared for tribal and Bureau con- 
sideration and approval. The enterprise also finances one clerical 
position to assist range management. 

8. It is proposed to establish one position, that of realty officer, 
effective July 1, 1958, to be paid from appropriated funds. The busi- 
ness councils have been advised of this. The establishment of this 
position would of course obviate the tribal position of realty officer now 
paid from tribal funds. The incumbent of the tribal position is being 
considered for Federal appointment. It is further planned to estab- 
lish additional positions if and when funds are available, in order that 
the Bureau may assume the full financial cost of real estate work for 
which it has trust responsibilities. The establishment of one position 
by the Bureau at this time would not eliminate the necessity for con- 
tinuing presently the land and leasing enterprise or assistance from 
the tribes for the payment of salary for the realty assistant position or 
other positions required to fully staff the realty office. 

Sincerely yours, 


Artuur N. Arnston, Superintendent. 
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SHOSHONE Business Councr. Resorvution No. 509 


Whereas under the terms of Public Law 74, all expenditures from Shoshone 
tribal funds require approval of the authorized representative of the tribe- 
and of the Secretary of the Interior ; and 

Whereas on April 27, 1955, in a general council meeting at Fort Washakie, Wyo., 
the Shoshone Business Council was authorized to proceed with certain business: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior or his authorized representative 
be requested to approve the following item without time limitation: Land acqui- 
sition program, $150,000 ; be it further 

Resolved, That the above funds be advanced to the regional disbursing officer, 
Minneapolis, Minn., as required ; be it further 

Resolved, That the chairman be authorized to sign this resolution on behalf 
of the Shoshone Business Council. 


ARAPAHOE BUSINESS COUNCIL RESOLUTION No. 510 


Whereas under the terms of Public Law 74, all expenditures from Arapahoe: 
tribal funds require approval of the authorized representative of the tribe and 
of the Secretary of the Interior; and 

Whereas on May 12, 1955, in a general council meeting at Arapahoe, Wyo., 
the Arapahoe Business Council was authorized to proceed with certain business: 
Now, therefore, be it 

ResolWwed, That the Secretary of the Interior or his authorized representative 
be requested to approved the following item without time limitation: 

Land acquisition program, $150,000; be it further 

Resolved, That the above funds be advanced to the regional disbursing officer, 
Minneapolis, Minn., as required ; be it further 

Resolved, That the chairman be authorized to sign this resolution on behalf 
of the Arapahoe Business Council. 


RESOLUTION No. 515 


Whereas the Shoshone-Arapahoe Joint Business Council on June 16, 1955, 
considered a recommendation of the range and assignment committee that a 
draft of a proposed program to acquire allotted lands be presented to the tribal 
attorneys for their consideration and recommendations; and 

Whereas the tribal attorneys have considered the proposed program and have 
discussed it with proper officials of the Bureau of Indian Affairs; and 

Whereas the attorneys have presented a modified proposal which is believed 
to be acceptable to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and 

Whereas the joint business council believes that adoption of the proposed pro- 
gram is advisable for the general welfare of the tribes : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the program as amended and submitted by the tribal attorneys 
is hereby adopted by the joint business council with the request that it be given 
prompt consideration and approval by the Secretary of the Interior or his 
properly authorized representative. 

Adopted this 22d day of July 1955, by a vote of 10 for and 0 against. 
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RANGELAND PURCHASE PROGRAM, WIND RIVER RESERVATION, Wyo., JULY 22, 1955 


Use of tribal funds has previously been authorized to acquire allotted lands 
essential to the protection and use of tribal lands. The Shoshone General 
Council authorized the use of $150,000 on April 27, 1955, and the Arapaho 
General Council authorized the use of $150,000 on May 12, 1955. 

To achieve these objectives, so much of the authorized funds as are necsesary 
are made available for the following purposes, subject to approval of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs: 

1. Preferential right to bid.—In each instance where an allottee requests that 
his allotment be sold, the Superintendent shall request the allottee to state in 
writing whether he consents to a preferential right for the tribes to meet the 
high bid. The superintendent shall promptly inform the range and assignment 
committee or joint business council of each application and where the allottee 
has not consented to a preferential right in the tribes to meet the high bid, 
the range and assignment committee, if the land is desired by the tribes, shall 
be free to persuade the allottee to request in writing such preferential right for 
the tribes. Where such consent is given, the advertisement shall contain a pro- 
vision affording to the tribes the right to purchase such allotment at the highest 
price bid. The decision whether an allotment should be purchased by the tribes 
shall be made by the joint business council. 

2. Hachange of lands.—Tribal and allotted lands of approximately equal value 
may, with the approval of the joint business council, be exchanged when, in 
the judgment of the joint business council and the Secretary of the Interior or 
his authorized representative, such exchanges are beneficial to the tribes and 
are fair to the allottees. 

3. Negotiated sales.—In justifiable circumstances, allotments may be sold to 
the tribes by negotiated sale without advertising for bids. Such sales must be 
based on adequate valuations and must be approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior or his authorized representative. 
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Acreage summary, Wind River Reservation, fiscal years 1948-57 


June 30, 1957 


Disposals to fee status: 
Fiscal year 1957 
Fiscal year 1956 : 
Fiscal year 1955 
Fiscal year 1954 
Fiscal year 1953 
Fiscal year 1952 
Fiscal year 1951 
Fiscal year 1950 
Fiscal year 1949 
Fiscal year 1948 


Total ‘ ; i6 


Acquisitions from fee status: 
Fiscal yeer 1957 
Fiscal yeor 1951 
Fiscal year 1950 
Fiscal year 1949 
Fiscal year 1948 


Sales to tribe: 
Fiscal year 1954_........... 
Fiscal year 1951 bu pean Sele 
Piseni yeor 1000. ......<eccccen<s 


Total 


July 1, 1947_.-- dietiieniad 


Total original reservetion...........-..--.-.|.. 


| 


Govern- | 


Total In- 





Tribal Allotted dian trust ment- Total 
acres acres lands acres owned acres 
acres 
1, 753, 154 136, 351 1, 899, 505 1, 127 1, 890, 632 
810 alike - 
27% s o 
2, 696 | ‘ . nl re web 
1 161, 528 1, 623 | abocnlal fin one in nen delice 
1 22,040 3, 896 bist sn gl ac ale Maen ape coaleic Acie < 
: 142 |. — 7 
317 o ‘ 
1, 762 | < 
- S80 wi a 
1, 606 |. : 
183, 568 13, 205 | 
| | 
| 20 





58 | 
2, 550 | 
353 | 


2, 961 





| 


1,933,761 | 1 








1 Sold to Government for Boysen and Riverton reclamation projects, 
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IV. GALLUP AREA OFFICE 





1. CONSOLIDATED UTE AGENCY 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau Or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Ignacio, Colo., May 27, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: This is in reference to your April 17, 
1958, letter requesting certain historical and statistical data concern- 
ing jand and land transactions of the consolidated Ute jurisdiction. 
We are submitting two separate reports since the Indian lands in this 
jurisdiction cover two groups of Ute Indians, namely the Southern Ute 
group and the Ute Mountain Ute group. 

In your covering letter you asked for an enumeration of all Federal 
land on each reservation which had been acquired from private owners 
since 1930 and requested certain information concerning this particu- 
lar type of land. Please be advised that within the Southern Ute jur- 
isdiction 79 tracts have been acquired between the period of 1939 and 
1953 involving a total of 67,965.71 acres, most of which was done prior 
to July 1, 1947. This land was pure hased under the authority con- 
tained in the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 
984) supra. Each tract was acquired for grazing and agricultural 
use in order to ¢ sueitidade the Indian land pattern, thereby making it 
more usable by the Indian grazers. This land together with the sur- 
rounding and adjacent Indian land is bei “ing used at this time for graz- 
ing and farming purposes. Practically all of this land so acquired i is 
still in Indian use; however, there are a few instances where improve- 
ment leases of short duration are in effect. These leases were made in 
order for the land to be improved for subsequent use by the Indian 
people . 

399 








400 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


The following lands have been acquired from private owners for the 
Ute Mountain Tribe: 














Number | Acreage Authority Date 
tracts acquired 

1 280.00 | Act - June 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130)....._- odhiegGuakameais eaneaweewe Mar. 25, 1940 
2 Si NS a a ae Do. 
2 720.00 | Act of. June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), funds appropriated under the acts of 

June 18, 1940 (54 Stat. 406), and June 28, 1941 ves Law 136, 

77th Cong.) -.-- eee eee _..| Feb. 4, 1942 
1 640.00 | Act of Fone 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130) —. Re eee antennae howe sce ei Mar, 11, 1940 
1 160. 00 |... Tl deihn ti cmhdnrnd hike cain eanneienkioe Beka dos ame eenionwnuanadawgewee Dec. 20, 1939 
1 320. 00 |..--- Ml icaniintrkbiacbncnteiabanhiiiiasbinsinineice cedntins och depasdadex<unieéeh ae ae 
1 | 1,280.00 |__.-- iciacnisiontdeanrnbedinw iihimiievcuntnmel ineasiuiiia tte Teac elaieil June 12, 1940 
1 321.95 |....- a a a dl ta dn cee ei wre oa SE Oct. 31,1939 
1 80.00 | Act of June. 25, 1938 (52 ‘Stat. 1130) and act of June 18, 1940 ‘(Public 640, 

re oe eee ee abu itiedeucocmaaat Mar. 29, 1940 
1 439.14 | Act of jana, a I cach etnsarigvamseinips scsi soleil .| Apr. 4, 1940 
1 640.00 | Act of June 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130) and act of June 18, 1940 (Public 640, 

De SURI TN es a a ec cecuddeuspanianeannnandibeameauawn Aug. 15, 1940 
1 320.00 | Act of June 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130) and act of June 18, 1940 (54 Stat. 

Se sctellinis iat come inthe lh eoioinaonhene diniian madison eeaeeeesc reine Aug. 13, 1941 
1 720.00 | Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) act of June 18, 1940 (54 Stat. 406) | 

funds from act of June 28, 1941 (Public 136, 77th Cong.). -| Feb. 4, 1942 
2 240.00 | Act of June 18, 1934 Stat. 984) funds from act of June 18, 1940 0 (Pub- 

lic 640, 76th Cong.) ae pa aspecnet BO. 23908 
1 80.00 | Act of June 18, 1934 (iB 'Stat, 060.1. Pcl tS dadablosssst May 14, 1946 
4 7.75 a | Aug. 19, 1946 
1 320.00 | Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) and act of June 18, 1940 (54 Stat. | 





MPO eittatngdsnnnddbhakpanpaqeiniivchbhdteioeiienstize pipbdintl to ahs phe July 28, 1944 


All of the above acquisitions were made in order to consolidate the 
Indian land base to make it more usable for grazing purposes with 
the exception of one tract (*) which was acquired as a business site. 
The former areas are being used at this time for grazing and the later 
business site has a tr ading post located thereon from which the tribe 
receives rent. 

At the southern Ute jurisdiction there are a total of 19 tribal em- 
ployees of which 2 are concerned with land transactions. There are 
46 tribal employees at the Ute Mountain jurisdiction of which 1 ae: 
votes full time and 1 person devotes one-half of the time to real-estate 
activities. 

Prior to 1950 neither of the tribes participated to any great extent 
in acquisition and disposal activities. However, interest expressed 
since that time in oil and gas leases and resultant tribal income from 
such leases has caused the tribal councils to become actively aware of 
opportunities for bettering their social and economic we Ifare. These 
leases have also returned revenues in a sufficient amount to permit im- 
proving the Indian land with resultant increase in revenue. At the 
woo time, the southern Ute Tribe has a total of 112 oil and gas 

eases involving 135,122.22 acres. The Ute Mountain Tribe has a total 
of 111 oil and gas leases involving 236,658.34 acres and also 10 leases 
involving 20,480 acres which are joint leases with the Ute Mountain 
and Navajo Tribes in an area of land dispute. 

As requested in your letter we are herewith submitting an original 
and 1 copy of each of the 2 requested reports. If we can be of 
further service, please advise. 

Sincerely yours, 


James F, Canan, Superintendent. 
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A. Sournern Ute Tries, Sraristican INFORMATION 
PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 280,337.76. 

How many acres in trust? 

All. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947? 

There were 13,814.71. 

How many transactions and acres by which tribal or individually 
owned lands were disposed of were consummated during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 1947 





Fiscal year Number of | Acres 
transactions | 
SD aitcitinnnatinnmendadammnacnm epee mama cidaneapedine 6 1, 827.13 
LOE So in arincancacavucnacsusncebtalbbousedaulidessbhbades doacdeeieeacnnek ui 1 663. 63 
WIG in S60 dob icdamcdachyecdsGudseasthetin dati seedheddd eee 1 


| 160. 00 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ? 

See answer to question 3 above for acreage. 

5. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. All eight transactions were exchanges 

6. Give the acreages for each year wh ich will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Acreage figures shown in answer to question 3 above. All transac- 
tions were exchanges. 

How many transactions and acreage by which tribal or individ- 
wal ‘Indian lands were ac quired, were consummated during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 1947 


| | 
Number | Number | 





Fiscal year of trans- | Acreage || Fiscal year of trans- | Acreage 
actions actions 
1948.......- 29 | 15,253.27 || 1951....... sibablancteaedien 9| 1,974.08 
1949.... ; ; ees Ce ae Se ee ee 12 1, 200. 00 
1950. ... ; 14:| 3,144,723 jl 1968... .nnnccnnccccaccksqccs<ce 1 160. 06 
| | | 
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8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

See answer to question 7 above. The acreage is given on a fiscal- 
year basis as all records are maintained on this basis. 

), Give the numbers of transactions and acreages for each year 
which will be shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the 
type of transaction. 


Number 





Fiscal year of trans- Acreage Type of transaction 
actions 
ORR...+ 17 3,020.40 | From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
6 8, 286.98 | Purchase of fee lands by the tribe; title taken in trust. 
6 3,845.89 | From fee status to tribal trust; acquired by exchange. 
1949__. ; 10 1, 157.97 | From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
4 1,760.00 | Purchase of fee lands by the tribe; title taken in trust. 
1950__-. " | 14 2,144.72 | From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
1951 | 5 680. 00 Do. 
3 1,134.08 | Purchase of fee lands by tribe; title taken in trust. 
1 160.00 | From fee status to tribal trust; acquired by exchange. 
1952 - Sa 12 1, 200.00 | From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
1953__- | 1 160. 06 Do. 


10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See answer to question 9 above. 

How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957? 

There were 301,387.10 acres. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

All lands in trust. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee # 

None. 

How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ¢ 

ao were 5,291 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

Acquisition of land made under the Indian Reorganization Act of 
June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

There has not been any study made for the purpose to determine the 
cause and effect of the sales of lands. Actually there have been no 
sales from tribal trust to fee except lands involved in exchanges. 

Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject ? 

The tribal council has not passed or considered any resolutions of a 
general nature. However, each sale or exchange has received the ap- 
proval of the tribal council and said approval was signified by the 
passage of a resolution covering each particular transaction. 

Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 





INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 403 


Since there were no general resolutions covering the subject we are 
unable to include any in this report. 

14. Discuss to what extent, 1f any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

The heirship or multiple ownership problem at this jurisdiction has 
not as yet presented any great amount of difficulty with the exception 
of one case which is now pending wherein the tribe owns an undivided 
one-half interest in a tract of land and a non-Indian (adopted) heir 
of an enrolled member of the tribe owns the other one-half undivided 
interest. It has been possible heretofore to obtain the cooperation of 
all beneficiaries in any land transaction, with the one exception cited. 
There has not been any partitionment of individual Indian lands as of 
now. Most of the allotments in this jurisdiction were made in 1898. 
Therefore, the heirs of the original allottees consist in the most part 
of the direct descendants. There has not been any use made of the 
Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands when the owners have 
died intestate and have left minor or incompetent heirs. The tribe as 
you will note from the foregoing has been actively engaged in acquiring 
allotted interests and this practice will likely continue. 


PART I SOUTHERN UTE 


In answer to part II it is our opinion that there has not been any 
key tracts of land acquired or disposed of under the present land 
program. The tracts that have been acquired are what would be 
termed ordinary run-of-the-mill land of no particular value due to 
their location or otherwise. The land pattern at this jurisdiction does 
not consist of tribal areas within which there are alienated individual 
lands that would have an influence on the use made of tribal land 
surrounding such individual tracts. 


PART ITI—SOUTHERN UTE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, annual 
salary, and nature of work. 

One realty clerk, $3,333 per annum: Does clerical and stenographic 
work. 

. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
“ ary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary, amount of 
salary paid by tribe, and nature of work. 

One real property assistant, $5,440 per annum, full amount paid by 
the Southern Ute Tribe from appropriated tribal funds (this is a 
civil-service position): Takes care of all realty transactions. 

The tribe does not have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or "comma ant except that they do have a tribal general counsel who 
advises on the legal aspects of real-estate transactions. In addition, 
there is the real property assistant, cited in question 2, above, whose 
duty it is to advise in connection with his work. 
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4. The tribal council considers all real-estate activities before any 
action is taken thereon. Each action of any import is covered by a 
tribal resolution signifying the action to be taken. 

5. The tribal council does not have any committee which advises 
in regard to tribal real-estate activities. See question 4, above. 

6. The tribe does not employ any private consultants to study any 
of the particular phases of its real-estate activities. The tribe with 
the assistance of the Indian Bureau has completed a rehabilitation plan 
which provides for investment of its money received from settlement 
a land claims as well as current revenue received from oil and gas 
eases. 

7. The tribe does not at this time or has it had a Tribal Land Enter- 
prise concerned with acquisition, disposals, and leasing of its Tribal 
or individual lands. It does, however, have a tribal committee that 
interests itself in tribal land use activities as well as assignments of 
tribal land to individual members of the tribe. This amounts to in- 
vestigating and recommending to the council use permits which may 
be granted by the council to tribal members. 

8. We do not understand fully what is meant by question 8. The 
tribe and the Bureau work very closely in all matters involving real 
estate. The trusteeship responsibility of the Government is recognized 
both by the tribe and the Bureau. Every operation involving the 
surface or subsurface is thoroughly discussed with and approved by 
the tribal council before any action is taken. The same would be true 
in any matter involving acquisition or disposal of land. 


B. Ure Mountatn Trine, Statistica INFORMATION 
PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 552,997.81 acres. 

How many acres in trust ? 

All. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 
None. ain 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947? 

There were 10,411.90 acres. 

3. How many transactions and acreage by which tribal or in- 
dividually owned lands were disposed of * * *, were consummated 
during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 


Fiscal year Number of Acreage Type of transaction 
transactions 
Peicatadncesensne 1 160.00 | Purchased from individual Indians and acquired by 
the tribe, title in trust. 
a 8 920. 44 Do. 


1960 ........-22--cceoee 4 520. 00 Do. 
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4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

See answer to question : 3, above. None of the acres were removed 
from Bureau jurisdiction. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3, above, broken down by the type of 
transaction. 

See answer to question 3, above. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4, above, broken 1 down by the type of transaction. 

a answer to question 3, above. 

How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
tent were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947 ¢% 


es eT | = ae a 
| Number of | Acreage 
| transactions | 


Fiscal year Type of transaction 


Sareea eee 4 7, 855.00 | Fee land purchased from private individuals by the 
| tribe, title taken in fee. 

ree ee ek 3 750. 85 

Me titnicacthashatintiizimn eke 1 15, 565, 89 





8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

See answer to question 7 above. Acreage given on a fiscal-year 
basis. 

Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. 

See answer to No. 7 above. 
10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 
a answer to No. 7 above. 
How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
057 2 
There were 577,169.55 acres. 
How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 
There were 552,997.81 acres. 
How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 
There were 24,171.74 acres. 
How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 
ge were 9,460.56 acres. 
13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 
Acquisition of lands were made under the Indian Reorganization 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra: The act of June 25, 
1938 (52 Stat. 1130), cited as the “Second Deficiency Appropriation 


ee 








406 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


Act, fiscal year 1938,” which provides $20,000 for the purchase of 
land and improvements thereon for the Ute Mountain Bands in Colo- 
rado for fiscal year 1939; and the act of August 12, 1953 (67 Stat. 
540), which provides for purchase of fee ]: inds which were not to be 
removed from the tax rolls. 

What study is being made of the case and effect of sales / 

No special study has been made of the cause and effect of sales. 
The evibs has sold no land and is more interested in purchasing. 

Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

The tribal council has not passed any general resolutions covering 
the acquisition of land. Eac fr transaction is approved by the tribal 
council in a form of resolutions for each individual case. 

14, Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisiton and disposal of Indian 
ae 

The heirship and multiple ownership problem at this jurisdiction 
has not as yet presented any great amount of difficulty. 


PART II—UTE MOUNTAIN 


The answer to part II is similar to the answer we have shown for 
the same part covering the Southern Ute tribal lands, and we quote 
as follows: 

In answer to part II it is our opinion that there has not been any key tracts 
of land acquired or disposed of under the present land program. The tracts that 
have been acquired are what would be termed ordinary run-of-the-mill land of 
no particular value due to their location or otherwise. The land pattern at this 
jurisdiction does not consist of tribal areas within which there are alienated in- 
dividual lands that would have an influence on the use made of tribal land sur- 
rounding such individual tracts. 


PART III—UTE MOUNTAIN 


1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, annual 
salary, and nature of work. 

One real property assistant, $4,440 per annum: Takes care of all 
real-estate transactions. 

One clerk, $3,000 per annum: Devotes approximately one-half time 
to real-estate activities, doing clerical and stenographic work. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary, amount of 

salary paid by tribe, and nature of work. 

There are no agency employees assigned to the Ute Mountain Reser- 
vation to take care of real-estate activities. 

3. The tribe does not have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant except that they do have a tribal general counsel who 
advises on the legal aspects of real-estate transactions. The real prop- 
erty assistant cited i in question 1 above advises in connection with his 
work. 
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4. The tribe has a subcommittee of the council that advises the 
council as to land proposed to be purchased. This committee only 
makes recommendations to the council. 

5. See answer to question 4 above. 

6. The tribe has not employed any private consultants to study any 
of the particular phases of its real-estate activities. The tribe, with 
the assistance of the Indian Bureau, has completed a rehabilitation 
plan which provides for investment of its money received from settle- 
ment of a land claim, as well as current revenue received from oil and 
vas leases. 

7. There is no tribal-land enterprise on this reservation. 

8. Question 8 is not fully understood. The tribe and the Bureau 
work very closely in all matters involving real estate. The trusteeship 
responsibility of the Government is recognized by the tribe and the 
Bureau. Every operation involving the surface or subsurface is 
thoroughly discussed with and approved by the tribal council before 
any action is taken. The same would be true in any matter involving 
acquisition or disposal of land. 
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2. JICARILLA AGENCY 


DrPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpian Arrairs, 
Dulce, N. Mex., June 9, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular A fairs Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senaror Murray: We have received your April 17, 1958, 
letter with attachments requesting certain factual data pertaining to 
the land of the Jicarilla Apache Tribe in New Mexico. We are enclos- 
ing herewith answers to questions set forth in attachments I, I, and 
Il], together with the tabular reports submitted properly filled in. 

In your transmittal letter you requested to be advised the extent 
of acreage acquired from private owners since 1930. In this connec- 
tion we should like to report as follows: 


Num- Approximate 
Acreage ber of Authority date 
tracts | 
154. 80 1 | Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra. Funds appropriated by | July 1940. 
the act of May 9, 1935 (49 Stat. 176). 
1, 081. 68 14 | Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra. Funds appropriated by | June 1941. 
the acts May 9, 1935 (49 Stat. 176), and June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. | 
1763). | 
162. 00 21 | Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra. Funds appropriated by | July 1938. 
the act of May 9, 1935 (49 Stat. 176, 183). 
155. 52 2] do November 1939. 
160, 00 2] do March 1937. 
160. 00 2] do July 1937. 
76. 92 2] do November 1938. 
76. 54 2] do Do. 
40. 00 2] do May 1938. 
161. 22 2] do March 1942. 
40. 00 2] do November 1937. 
160. 00 2] do August 1942. 
160. 00 2] do June 1938. 


1 Purpose: To acquire a site within which a domestic water supply could be developed. The land in 
question lies adjacent to and immediately outside of the exterior boundary of the reservation proper. It is 
currently being used for the purpose for which it was acquired. 

2 Agricuitural tracts within the reservation and were purchased for that purpose. Current use: Now 
assigned to individual members of the tribe for agricultural purposes. 


We should like to point out at this time that the Jicarilla Apache 
Tribe is making full and total use of all of its land and does not in 
the foreseeable future intend to lease or permit the use of the surface 
of its lands to other than members of the tribe. At this time there 
are approximately 189 oil and gas leases covering 442,531.97 acres in 
force and we contemplate issuing additional leases covering the sub- 
surface within the next few months. A large percentage of the mem- 
bers of the tribe is dependent on the land base for earning a liveli- 
hood mainly from livestock operations, both sheep and cattle. 
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The Jicarilla Apache Tribe employs a total of 67 persons. Of this 
number two are concerned with real-estate activities. Beginning in 
1951 with the interest expressed in oil and gas leasing and this being 
followed with the issuance of such leases, the tribe for the first time 
had money with which to assist in employing people for various tribal 
activities. Prior to that time most of the income was from grazing of 
livestock and timber sales which did not return enough money for 
large-scale ne of tribal members. 

As requested by you we are submitting an original and one copy of 
the material requested. If we can be of further service please advise. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun B. Kerraa, Superintendent. 





JICARILLA 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
Inp1an LANDs IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


The following statements are made in reply to the questionnaire 
attached to United States Senate letter dated April 17, 1958, and the 
answers obtained from the Jicarilla Agency records which are fairly 
accurate. 

PART I 


1. Tribal land as of July 1, 1947: 668,011.43 acres. 
(a) In trust: Total acreage. 
(6) Acquired in fee: None. 

2. Individual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947: (a) 162 allot- 
ments or tracts, all in trust, 71,921.79 acres. 

In the year 1946, the Jicarilla Apache Tribe instituted a land pro- 
gram, acquiring individual Indian trust allotted lands to revert to a 
tribal land trust status. At that time, there were 797 individual 
Indian trust allotments or tracts, totaling 352,461.16 acres. Under 
this program, the tribe by June 30, 1947, had acquired 634 tracts, total- 
ing 280,214.67 acres by relinquishment from allottees and lawful heirs 
of deceased allottees, who are members of the tribe, and the tribe pur- 
chased 1 tract, totaling 324.70 acres, from heirs (of deceased allottee) 
who are nonmembers of the tribe. As of July 1, 1947, there remained 
162 allotments or tracts, totaling 71,921.79 acres, in individual Indian 
ownership in trust status. 

3. None of the tribal or individually owned lands were disposed of 
(including the placing of unrestricted fee title in the hands of the 
owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of competency, etc.), 
during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947. 

4. None of the tribal or individually owned lands were disposed of 
or removed from Bureau jurisdiction during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947. 

5. None. 

6. None. 

porches 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian own- 
ership. 

7. The Jicarilla Apache Tribe acquired 1 tract of privately owned 
non-Indian land which was in fee status, totaling 160 acres more or 
less, to be added to tribal lands in trust status. This purchase was 
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made of land located within the exterior boundaries of the Jicarilla 
Indian Reservation. The deed of conveyance was approved by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs on September 27, 1957. 

8. See above. 

9. See above. 

10. See above. 

11. Tribal ownership of land on December 31, 1957 : 742,491.34 acres. 

(a) Held by the United States in trust : 742,491.34 acres, 
(6) Land in feestatus: None. 

12. Individual Indian ownership of land on December 31, 1957: 
(a) Intrust status: 12 tracts, 5,522.26 acres. 

The tribe under its land rogr am between the period July 1, 1947, to 
December 31, 1957, acquire 138 allotments or tracts, totaling 61 078. 52 
acres, by relinquishment to the tribe from allottees and lawful heirs of 
deceased allottees, who are members of the Jicarilla Tribe, and the 
tribe acquired by purchase of 12 allotments or tracts, totaling 5,321.01 
acres, from law?ul heirs (of deceased allottees) who are nonmembers 
of the Jicarilla Tribe. As of January 1, 1958, there remained 12 allot- 
ments or tracts, totaling 5,522.26 acres, in individual Indian ow nership 
intrust status. The tribe has, since January 1, 1958, acquired purchase 
of 11 tracts. 

13. The tribal council is considering the acquisition in fee of certain 
lands outside the reservation proper. They are also considering the 
acquisition of a few scattered parcels within the exterior boundaries of 
the reservation in order to consolidate the land pattern and make 
administration more efficient. The latter parcels will be acquired in 
trust status. Tribal funds will be used with which to make the pur- 
chases in each category. 

The tribal council has not passed any general resolution on this 
subject. Each acquisition will be treated separately and a resolution 
passed approving acquisition before any action is taken. 


PART II-—JICARILLA 


In answer to part IT, we should like to state that neither the tribe nor 
any individual members thereof have disposed of any trust land to fee 
status. The only fee land acquired by the tribe is cited above in ques- 
tion 7 of part I. 

PART I1I—JICARILLA 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to ascertain to what 
extent the tribe has assumed responsibility for real-estate activities. 

1. One real property assistant, GS-7, at $4,525 per annum, is paid 
in full from the tribal local treasury. This position was authorized 
by the tribe, effective July 1, 1957, to absorb the increasing workload 
in the branch of realty perfor ming the work of land acquisition, min- 
eral leasing including oil and gas, and right-of-way work in connec- 
tion with the tremendous gas pipeline s stem in the gas development. 
In addition, intermittently there is considerable typing work and gen- 
eral office work performed by nonrealty tribal clerical employees. 

2. One real property assistant, GS-9, at $6,250 per annum, is paid 
in full from tribal appropriated treasury funds. This position was 
authorized by the tribal council effective September 30, 1951, to per- 
form the actual trust property realty work on the reservation, which 
had heretofore been performed by the agency’s administrative staff. 
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The leasing of tribal lands for mineral development including oil and 
gas began in the year 1947, and the workload had increased toa point 
that a position was necessary to carry out the activities of the realty 
branch, which involves land acquisition, mineral leasing, surface leas- 
ing, and the granting of gas pipeline rights-of-way in the rapid oil 
and gas lease “development. This position is under the Civil Service 
Classification Act. 

The Jicarilla Apache Tribe has a general counsel attorney under 
contract to advise the council with respect to legal questions concern- 
ing the tribal real-estate activities. 

4. The Jicarilla Apache ‘Tribal Council does not have a real-estate 
committee with authority to approve tribal real-estate activities, how- 
ever, the tribal executive committee has been authorized by the council 
to act on matters with reference to subsurface leasing including oil 
and gas, and surface and business leases involving tribal lands. On 
matters of acquisition and disposal of land, it is presented to the 
a council. 

The tribal executive committee also acts as a committee to advise 
the tribal council with regard to any tribal real-estate activities, 

The tribal council has contracted with the Stanford Research 
letoae of Menlo Park, Calif., to make a social and economic re- 
search and study of the Jicarilla Reservation. Recommendations of 
the research are to be used by the tribe in its development program 
planning on the reservation. 

7. The Jicarilla Apache Tribe does not now have a tribal land 
enterprise or similar organization. The tribal committee is now 
developing a land code which will govern the tribal land-use pro- 
grams. This committee will deal for the most part with the assign- 
ment to individual members of the tribe, title to which is held by the 
tribe. Title to improvements placed on such assignments will remain 
with the assignee. 

8. We do not understand fully what is meant by question 8. The 
tribe and the Bureau work very closely in all matters involving real 
estate. The trusteeship responsibility of the Government is recog- 
nized both by the tribe and the Bureau. Every operation involving 
the surface or subsurface is thoroughly discussed with and approved 
by the tribal council before any action is taken. The same would be 
true in any matter involving acquisition or disposal of land. 
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3. MESCALERO AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or InpIAN AFrrarrs, 
Mescalero, N. Mex. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: We have your letter with attachments 
of April 17, 1958, requesting certain information concerning the, land 
and related activities of the Mescalero Apache Tribe of Indians in 
New Mexico. 

The attachment setting forth tabular information does not apply 
in the subject case since there is no individually owned trust land in 
this Indian jurisdiction; therefore, we are unable to submit this par- 
ticular part of the report. Set forth below we have attempted to 
answer the questions in the other attachments as follows: 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land : 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 460,077 acres. 

How many acres in trust ? 

There were 460,077 acres. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

There were 324.18 acres. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

None. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
eee etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None 

How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
pcdeiiation dition each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

5. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 
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7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947 % 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of 
transaction. 

None. 

10, Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, br oken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31,1957? 

There were 460,077. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust? 

There were 460,077. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

None. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). 

The Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) 
supra; and the act of March 27, 1939 (Public Law 10, 76th Cong.), 
affected lands of the Mescalero Apache Tribe. Under the first men- 
tioned act, 58.53 acres were acquired from 2 private owners and 
under the latter act which was a special act relating only to the 
Mescalero Tribe, 265.65 acres were acquired from a private owner. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

There has not been any sale of tribal land. 

Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject ? 

The tribe has not taken any action toward selling any of its lands. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

There are no heirship lands involved within the Mescalero Tribe or 
the members thereof. 

PART IT—MESCALERO 


Part II of the questionnaire does not apply at Mescalero at all as 
there are no individually owned tracts in existence nor have there ever 
been. Title to the Mescalero land has always been in an undivided 
status in the tribe. 
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PART IlI——MESCALERO 


There are no tribal real-estate employees employed by the tribe 
at the Mescalero Agency. 

2. There are no real-estate employees at the Mescalero Agency. 

3. The superintendent and members of his staff as well as the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs area office real-estate staff are available for consul- 
tation and do advise the tribe on real estate matters whenever 
necessary. 

4. The tribe has a committee whose primary function is to make 
land-use assignments for homesite purposes and small agricultural 
tracts. It also has a committee which advises the council in connection 
with its land claims which have been filed under the Indian Claims 
Act. These are subcommittees of the tribal business committee which 
is established by tribal constitution. The latter committee deals with 
all tribal matters. 

5. See 4 above. 

The tribe has tribal claims attorneys who are interested in pur- 
suing the tribal interest in connection with the 1946 Claims Act but 
does not have any private consultants who deal strictly with real-es- 
tate activities. T ‘he Bureau has not been contacted in relation to any 
employment of private consultants to study particular phases of real- 
estate activities. 

The tribe has not at any time had any tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization. 

The superintendent and members of his staff, as well as the Bureau 
of Tdi, an Affairs area office real-estate staff, are available for consulta- 
tion and do advise the tribe on real-estate matters whenever necessary. 
As of the present time, the tribe has not expressed any interest in want- 
ing to subdivide its landholdings so as to pass title to individual mem- 
bers. The entire tribal-land base is used on a communal basis, with 
the exception of the small individually assigned tracts which are used 
as home sites and for the production of agricultural products. Title 
to the entire land area is in the tribe in an undivided st: itus, and the 
assignments spoken of here are merely use rights or permits which 
enable the individual family to enjoy individu: al use of particular 
tracts. In view of this, there is no comparison to be made between 
the effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. The matter of 
making assignments to individual members is handled entirely by 
the tribal council. The Bureau, as forestated, advises only when 
requested to do so. 

In the second paragraph of your covering letter you request an 
enumeration of all Federal lands acquired from private owners since 
1930. Please be advised that there have never been any Federal lands 
on the Mescalero Indian Reservation. 

You also refer to total number of tribal employees on each reserva- 
tion and the number out of this total who are concerned with land 
transactions. We should like to state that there are no tribal em- 
ployees who are concerned with land transactions so far as acquisition 
and disposal activities are concerned. The tribe has a subcommittee 
that operates under the tribal business committee whose primary con- 
cern is to investigate and advise the council in matters of land assign- 
ments such as permits for individual tracts for homesites and farms. 
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The council also concerns itself with land-use activities such as farm- 
ing and grazing and related surface-use matters. Actually, this tribe 
is not interested in making any disposition of its land. In fact, so 
far as can be determined at this time, nothing of this nature is planned 
in the foreseeable future. Exclusive use is made by the Mescalero 
Apache Indian Tribe of all of its land and resources. There are no 
permits or leases granted to non-Indians for the use of any of the 
Mescalero land, except one mineral lease which is at present inactive. 
There are two timber contracts at present in force with non-Indian 
firms. 

As instructed by you, we are submitting the foregoing in original 
and one copy. If we can be of further service in furnishing addi- 
tional details, please advise. 

Sincerely yours, 
Curnton O. TALiey, 
Superintendent. 








4, NAVAJO AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Window Rock, Ariz., May 14,1958. 
Hon. James FE. Murray, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: Pursuant to your letter of April 17, 
1958, there is enclosed in duplicate the statistical report and the narra- 
tive questionnaire concerning Navajo land transactions for the period 
July 1, 1947, through the year 1957. 

You will note that there have been few land sales or other disposals 
on Navajo lands. On the contrary, the Navajo Tribe is interested 
in the acquisition of additional lands for its members, principally, 
rangelands within a reasonable distance of the Navajo Reservation, 
since it is estimated that the present total Navajo land base can sup- 
port amound 35,000 people and the current Navajo population is esti- 
mated at 90,000. Many of these people must, of course, relocate in 
other regions in order to make a living since the expansion of the re- 
servation boundaries has long since been halted. 

The so-called submarginal land purchases made by the Federal 
Government in the late 1930’s and known as resettlement purchases 
involved 70,287 acres in the Gallup-Two Wells project outside the 
reservation boundary in McKinley County, N. Mex. Seventy tracts 
were so purchased from sundry landowners on different dates by the 
Farm Security Administration, Department of Agriculture. The 
ourchased tracts were transferred by Executive Order No. 7975, 

ated September 16, 1938, from Agriculture to Interior and placed 
under jurisdiction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the use 
of the Navajo Indians. The lands are used by the Navajos, princi- 
pally for grazing of livestock, although a few small plots are dry 
farmed when moisture conditions are favorable. None of the tracts 
are leased to non-Indians. 
Sincerely yours, 





H. B. CotiirLower, 
Acting General Superintendent. 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE From SENATOR Murray on Dispostrion 
AND ACQUISITION OF Navaso InpIAN LANbDs From 1948 THrovucH 
1957 

PART I 


1. On July 1, 1947, Navajo tribal lands held in trust by the United 
States totaled approximately 14,476,789 acres. The approximate acre- 
age is given since the bulk of the Navajo Indian Reservation is un- 
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surveyed. The tribe did not own any lands-in-fee as of July 1, 1947. 

2. On July 1, 1947, Navajo individual trust allotments totaled 
665,259 acres. 

3. For the period July 1, 1947, through June 30, 1957, there were 
no tribal lands disposed of. On individual allotted lands there was 1 
fee patent in fiscal 1956; 1 order removing restrictions in fiscal 1954; 
2 fee patents by partition in fiscal 1951; salen to other Indians in trust, 
2 in fiscal 1948, 1 in fiscal 1949, and 1 in fiscal 1951; sales to non-Indians 
in fee status, 14 in fiscal 1952 and 4 in fiscal 1953. 

4. The fee patent issued in fiscal year 1956 for 160 acres was for a 
Catawba Indian and not listed under Navajo landholdings. Removal 
of restrictions on 40 acres in fiscal year 1954. Fee patents by partition 
on 160 acres in fiscal year 1951. Sales to other Indians in trust 319 
acres in fiscal year 1948; 40 acres in fiscal year 1949, and 160 acres in 
fiscal year 1952. Sales to non-Indians in fee status 2,699 acres in fiscal 
year 1952, and 640 acres in fiscal year 1953. The foregoing amounted 
to a total reduction in Navajo trust allotments of 3,639 acres. 

5. Breakdown of transactions already given under No. 3 above. 

6. Acreage breakdown already given under No. 4 above. 

7. No individual Indian lands acquired from fiscal 1947 through 
1957. The Navajo Tribe made 1 fee purchase of lands in fiscal 1953 
totaling 11,563 acres; 1 fee purchase in fiscal 1956 totaling 100 acres, 
and 1 fee purchase in fiscal 1957 totaling 99,017 acres. Also in fiscal 
1957 the tribe made 2 purchases of lands held in trust, 1 purchase from 
the Pueblo of Pojaoaque totaling 29,726 acres, and the other from the 
Pueblo of San Lorenzo totaling 26,726 acres. All lands in the fore- 
going purchases are classified as nonirrigable grazing in character. 

8,9,and 10. Answered per No. 7 above. 

11. Total acreage owned by the Navajo Tribe on December 31, 1957, 
amounted to 14,643,721 acres, of which 14,533,041 acres are held in trust 
by the United States and 110,680 acres owned in fee by the tribe. 

12. There were 661,620 acres of trust-allotted land owned by indi- 
vidual Navajos on December 31, 1957. 

13. From the foregoing it will be noted that the Navajo Tribe is not 
disposing of any of its lands. On the contrary, the tribe is interested 
in acquiring additional lands for its members due to the overpopula- 
tion of the reservation. The tribe has set aside $2 million of its tribal 
funds for land-acquisition purposes. A copy of Advisory Committee 
Resolution No. ACJ-8-55, dated January 11, 1955, concerning policy 
of the Navajo Tribe on acquisition of lands, is attached hereto. It will 
also be noted that there have been few disposals of individually owned 
trust-allotted lands. The few sales to non-Indians were in an isolated 
area and were not used or occupied by the Indians. 

14. Heirship or multiple-ownership problem: 

(a) No individual interests owned by the tribe. 

(6) Undivided interests owned by non-Indians and alien Indians 
are not a problem up to the present time since there are very few cases 
of this nature in the Navajo country. 

(c) The Navajos are not under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Over half of the Navajo trust-allotted lands are in probate status 
at the present time, and within the next 10 years or so it is expected 
that more than 75 percent will be in probate status. Some probate 
cases now involve up to 100 heirs to a single allotment and the com- 
mon denominator for some shares runs into the billionths. Conse- 
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quently, as time goes on, it becomes more and more difficult and time- 
consuming to consummate leases or to dispose of allotted lands for 
any purpose. 

(e) No use of the Secretary’s s power to sell heirship lands has been 

= on the Navajo. The tribe is becoming interested in purchasing 
some inherited allotments but has not actually purchased any to date, 
and has not shown any particular enthusiasm toward a large-scale- 
purchase program of allotted lands. In many cases the allotments 
are under oil and gas lease or other mineral lease or having lease possi- 
bilities and, so long as there is some lease revenue or a possibility 
thereof, the allottees and/or heirs of allottees are not interested in 
selling their land. If sales are made to the tribe or others, the Indians 
will reserve mineral rights, which is understandable. However, sales 
of this nature will merely tend to further complicate an already com- 
plicated land-title situation. 


PART H—NAVAJO 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts None. 

How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe or 
individwal Indian owners to be key tracts were det ermined by Bureau 
officials not to be key tracts? None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 
None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold tonon-Indians? None. 

If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership? Since no such sales were made, no answer is required for 
this question. 

6. No fee lands have been acquired in trust or restricted status by 
individual Indians. The three land purchases made by the tribe of 
fee lands remain in fee status. These are explained briefly as follows: 

(a) The Brown and Best Ranch purchase involved 99,017 acres of 
fee lands located near the south boundary of the Navaho Reservation 
in Arizona, and is used by the tribe as a pasture for tribally owned 

rams numbering 1,250 head, and on a rental basis for 250 head of 
cattle owned by individual Navahos. 

(6) The 11,562 acres purchased in fee from Glascock and Wilson 
involved checkerboarded sections of land north of Gallup, N. Mex 
in an Indian allotted area and created a sree ay solid block of 
Indian owned and controlled grazing land in the particular area 
involved. 

(c) The 100-acre tract of land purchased in fee from the United 
States Bureau of Land Management is located adjacent to the Santa 
Fe Railroad and United States Highway No. 66, approximately 8 
miles east of Gallup, N. Mex., and is valuable chiefly for business 
purposes, and was purchased for that. reason. 

(d@) Existing law will not authorize the tribe to acquire fee lands 
and to hold them in trust if the lands are located outside the exterior 
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boundaries of the reservation. In other words, purchases of fee lands 
by the tribe not located within the reservation boundaries remain in a 
fee status. 

PART III—NAVAJO 


Assumption of responsibility for real estate activities by the Navajo 
* mn 

The tribe is currently furnishing three Navajo employees for 
wor 3 in the Navajo Agency Branch of. Realty and pays their salaries 
out of tribal funds as follows: 


Per annum 

UM a Mh Be gg ee a eee. er RE $4, 2 
1 realty records file clerk_____________ Subs eiaees euaepiea tindogs saliies: aaamaasdnaias eee 
1 clerk-stenographer, Minerals Section.........<<222 2h ee ee 3, 200 
ROtE iad ee ess este niin oyien ed} bometiesel baw baie 10, 600 


2. In addition to the above the tribe is paying the salaries of the 
followi ing listed civil-service employees in the Branch of Realty: 


1 realty assistant, Minerals Leasing Section__._.__.__.__________ -.--~ $5, 575. OO 
1 realty assistant, Minerals Leasing Section..__..__________________ 4, 524. 00 
4! pemewal, chewksty iets ij spi5.0es ea ee ee a a 3, 925. 00 
Ls RORROL SIGE Di ice nels syed neta patentee ae 3, 670. 00 

TNR oa aia Benn Ni em a a eee 17, 694. 00 


The tribe has also expended some $35,000 in modernizing the realty 
files along the Remington Rand system including new steel fireproof 
filing cabinets and other equipment. 

3. The tribe in its own personnel organization has a land use and 
survey office manned by six tribal employees including the supervisor 
of the office, 1 clerk-typist, 1 draftsman, 2 field investigators, and 1 
title examiner. The duties of this office include investigations and 
recommendations to tribal authorities on land acquisition and/or dis- 
posal. Various types of leases, rights-of-way applications, land 
damage claims, trespass cases, boundary disputes, titles, etc. The tribe 
also has three persons on its eee working on the tribes’ land 
claim against the United States. The above land use and survey office 
performs a needed service for the tribe in various types of land in- 
vestigations designed to protect the tribal interest, and which in 

many cases cannot be performed by the Bureau due to lack of per- 
sonnel. 

4, The above land use and survey office works closely with the re- 
sources committee and the advisory committee, both of whom are 
committees of the Navajo Tribal Council and are concerned with 
realty activities as well as other land resources of the tribe. The 
advisory committee of the tribal council has delegated authority to 
approve certain types of real estate activities although most major 
activities must be referred to the general tribal council for final 
approval. 

5. The advisory committee, the resources committee, and the land 
use and survey office all furnish advice and assistance to the tribal 
council on tribal real-estate activities. 

6. The tribe has a tribal mining department with a mining engineer 
in charge, 1 clerk- stenographer, 7 draftsman, and 1 mining engineer 
for field investigations. This organization advises the tribal council, 
the advisory committee, and the resources committee on all mineral 
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activities on tribal lands other than oil and gas. Two geologists are 
also being hired by the tribal mining department to carry out a study 
of potential uranium and other minerals, other than oil and gas, in 
the Navajo Reservation. 

On oil and gas matters the tribe has an oil and gas consultant, and 
a geologist who make recommendations to the tribe relative to oil and 
gas leasing and the acceptance and/or rejection of bids for such leases. 
The tribe has also hired an oil and gas liaison officer whose duties are 
to investigate land damages caused by oil and gas development and 
geophiyscal operations by oil companies in the reservation. This 
employee works in cooperation with the Indian Bureau and the United 
States Geological Survey on land damage investigations. 

7. Tribal land enterprises: 

(a) The Navajo Tribal farm training program at Shiprock, N. Mex., 
was conceived and developed to give Navajo individuals and families 
on-the-job training as welt as classroom education in practical modern 
irrigation farming. The program includes 1,200 acres of irrigated 
farmland served with water from the Hogback irrigation project. 
Housing and classroom facilities, equipment, including modern farm 
tractors and machinery, are provided by the tribe. A very capable 
manager and an assistant, as well as two home demonstration assistants 
are employed by the tribe to carry out the program. The Bureau of 
Indian Affairs cooperates in providing an educational specialist for 
educational activities, and technicians of the Branch of Land Opera- 
tions assist in technical farming phases of the program. Presently 
the program is geared to graduate 24 trained farmers per year. These 
farmers are being trained to utilize the farmlands now in develop- 
mental stages under the Hogback irrigation project and the proposed 
1,100 farm tracts of the Navajo project presently in the planning 
stages. 

(6) A private ranch property in Apache County, Ariz., located 15 
miles south of the south boundary of the reservation and consisting of 
approximately 99,000 acres fee patent range land was purchased late in 
1956 by the Navajo Tribe under their land-acquisition program. This 

roperty, known as the Bar N Ranch, is operated as a tribal enterprise 

y a manager with four employees under a specific management plan 
and budget to aid in improving the quality of Navujo sheep and wool 
and as a boarding area to graze cattle of individual Navajo stockmen 
from reservation areas short of forage. The owners pay monthly 
grazing and management fees. The tribe’s several small bands of 
improved rams were moved from various locations on the reservation 
to the ranch property early in 1957. At present 1,250 high-quality 
rams are on the property. Each year during the breeding season 
these rams are rented to Navajo sheepmen to improve the quality of 
marketable wool and lambs. Experiences gained in the management 
of this property are believed to be highly important to Navajo people 
in the management of other similar properties to be acquired in the 
future as well as that of the reservation itself. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to. turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau ? ; 

The above question is somewhat ambiguous. However, the rea]- 
estate enterprises of the tribe reported under question 7 above are. in 
their infancy and we are, of course, optimistic that they. will be. sue- 
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cessful. There is no thought of turning such projects back to the 
Bureau for management. ie fact, the tribe is desiaciad and is finan- 
cially able to enter into other enterprises as the opportunity arises and 
is ae to employ top grade managers and personnel for such opera- 
tions as it may enter into in the future. 

As the tribe gains experience in the management of its resources 
there is no reason to fear its gradual assumption of total management 
functions, provided, that management is protected from politics. 
Bureau personnel are interested in seeing that tribal projects have a 
sound basis and have a reasonable chance For success, and are available 
at all times for friendly advice and assistance when called upon by 
tribal officials. 

H. B. CotirLower, 
Acting General Superintendent. 


Resotution No. ACJ-8—55 or THe Apvisory COMMITTEE OF THE 
Navaso TripaL Councin 


POLICY OF THE NAVAJO TRIBE ON ACQUISITION OF LANDS 


A. General principles 


1. The tribe’s major purposes in acquiring new lands shall be— 
(a) To consolidate Indian holdings in checkerboard areas 
wherever the best interests of the Navajos residing in the area 
and the welfare of the tribe are served thereby ; 
(6) To provide grazing lands for members of the tribe who do 
not have grazing permits. 
(c) To provide additional or substitute lands for members 
of the tribe who reside in overcrowded areas of the reservation. 
(d) To relieve reservation land resources from excessive use. 
(e) To provide land necessary for approved tribal enterprises. 
2. The tribe may acquire new lands by exchange, gift, or purchase. 
3. The tribal resources committee is authorized and directed— 
(a) To formulate a land-acquisition program ; 
(6) To develop a code of use for land acquired ; and 
(c) Establish areas to be given priority of attention. 

4. It is the policy of the tribe to manage agricultural and range 
lands in accordance with principles of sound and practical use, 
developing such lands to their maximum and preventing prac- 
tices which damage or deteriorate them. 

5. Except as the United States may otherwise determine, the tribe 
shall in acquiring unrestricted lands, assume responsibility for the 
payment of taxes lawfully imposed, and of all established fees for 
the use of federally or State owned lands. 

6. Land acquisition includes agricultural and range lands and land 
for business or industrial purposes. 

7. It is the intention of the tribe to expend up to $2 million for 
land acquisition, fiscal years 1954-59, from funds in the Treasury of 
the United States, derived from the sale of nonrenewable capital 
assets, principally oil and gas. (The amount $2 million is tentative 
for the time being and is subject to change at a later date.) 

8. The tribal resources committee is authorized and directed to 
consider and investigate land-acquisition proposals and to report its 
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findings and recommendations to the advisory committee. Proposals 
for land acquisition shall not be considered by the advisory committee 
unless the lands and the possible uses thereof conform to this land- 
acquisition policy. Following acquisition thereof, a specific plan shall 
be prepared showing in detail the proposed use and operation of said 
land, which plan shall conform to the land-use code and shall be 
strictly complied with. No deviation thereof shall be permitted with- 
out the consent of the advisory committee based on recommendation 
of the tribal resources committee. 

9. Purchased lands shall be acquired within a total cost calculated 
to yield to the tribe sufficient income from such land to pay taxes, land- 
use fees, cost of administration, and to amortize the tribe’s investment 
= au my not to exceed 50 years. 

ll acquisition of land shall be based on a comprehensive ap- 
sostiad thereof, to be secured by the tribe and approved by the tribal 
council and authorized officials of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. No 
tribal moneys shall be expended for the purchase in excess of the 
appraisal value plus an amount equal to 10 percent in excess of such 
appraised value unless fully justified. Purchases must conform to the 
limitations established in item No. 9 above, as indicated by the ap- 
proved appraisal report. 

B. Procedure for acquisition of land 

1. Sufficient indication to tribal representatives that a property 
owner would consider sale of his property to the tribe, an instrument 
granting tribal representatives access to the property for the purpose 
of conducting preliminary investigations of the property will be 
secured. 

2. Preliminary investigation disclosing that the property is desir- 
able when adjudged by the standards stated in tribal land acquisition 
program, an appraisal report will be secured. After review by the 
tribal advisory committee the appraisal report will be submitted to 
tomenahes Bureau of Indian A ffairs officials for approval. 

3. After approval of the appraisal report by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, authorized tribal representatives may enter into negotiations 
with the property owner. Negotiation to be governed by the estimate 
in the approved appraisal report, and the principles of the Navajo 
tribal land purchase program. 

4. If negotiations are carried on longer than 6 months, the appraisal 
report will be supplemented to bring value estimates in line with 
current market conditions. 
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5. UNITED PUEBLOS AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpian AFFAIRS, 
Albuquerque, N. Mex., May 16, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator Murray: We enclose in duplicate the answers 


to the questionnaire which accompanied your letter dated April 17, 
together with the following: 


Tabulation which enumerates Federal lands which were ac- 
quired since 1930 and ‘located within the jurisdiction of this 
agency. 

Map showing the location of the lands under the jurisdiction of 
this agency. 

Tabular forms (four sheets) concerning individually owned 
land and tribal land. 


It will be noted in the attached data that all former Federal pur- 
chased lands which have subsequently been placed in trust for various 
Indian Pueblos and Navajo groups are used exclusively by Indians 
for the grazing of livestock, and 90 percent of the Indians in this 
jurisdiction who raise livestock are subsistence operators raising sheep 
and cattle primarily for food. 

Sincerely yours, 
Guy C. WiILLiAMs, 
General Superintendent. 


UNITED PUEBLOS 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 
(Prepared at United Pueblos Agency, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Albuquerque, 


N. Mex., May 1958, concerning 18 Pueblos and 2 Navajo groups (Canoncito 
and Alamo) ) 


PART I 


1. On July 1, 1947, there were 1,064,339 acres in tribal ownership, 
all of which were in trust. The tribes had acquired no land in fee. 

2. On July 1, 1947, there were 37,246 acres in individual Indian 
ownership (241 tracts). 


1 On file with the committee for reference purposes. 
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3 and 4. There were a total of 41 transactions since July 1, 1947, 
by which tribal or individually owned lands were disposed of, involv- 
ing 59,376 acres, as follows: 








| | | 
Fiscal year Number of | Acres Fiscal year | Number of Acres 
transactions | transactions | 
1948. 3 Di W0S iit. 3 | 5 
er eee 1 1 1954 mpaetlibin nada mul 2 3 3 
FOGG sd obaccsisscsccsch 17 2,179 BOee. sci LAA Sede 2 | 36 
Es scenes nctnne abaseeod 7 804 EO. .. sac atbinodgacmanes 1 | 1 
sc tddntamubdsacacee 1 38 SEIT « + atitpadiagatennninn acai 5 56, 284 


5 and 6. The numbers of transactions and acreages for each year, 
broken down by type of transaction, shown in answers to questions i 3 
and 4 above appear on the attached tabulations on pages 1, 2, and 4. 


Land not previously under Indian ownership 


7and 8. Since July 1, 1947, there have been 25 transactions by which 
468,601 acres of tribal land and no acres of individual Indian lands 
were acquired, as follows: 


Fiscal year Number of | Acres Fiscal year Number of | Acres 
transactions transactions | 
1948 } 31, 669 1953 er 3 7 
1949 ] $ 1954 atl 2 163 
1950 6 |1358, 348 || 1955 2 34 
1951 2 6 1956 ‘ l l 
1952. . 1 | 160 || 1957 nee ais 3 78, 209 


| 


1 This includes 357,698 acres (Government-purchased land and public domain) which became Indian 
trust land pursuant to the act of August 13, 1949 (63 Stat. 604). 


9 and 10. The number of transactions for each year and acreage for 
each year, shown in answer to questions 7 and 8 above, broken down 
by type of transaction, are as follows: 


Land aequired by 


Pueblo in exchange Government land 
with non-Indian, Purchase of fee placed in trust for 
pursuant Pueble patent land specific Pueblos or 
Lands Act of 1924 Navajo groups 
Fiscal year 13 Stat. 636) 
Transac Number Transac- 
tior Acreage transac- Acres tions Acres 
tions 
1948 3 6 KOR: GSB: 1.463. pet edhe tice ale 
1949 l 4 ™ al sa i ™ 
1950 3 10 2 640 l 2 357, 698 
1951 2 Oi i ee Rl 
1952 l 160 
1953 3 7 La dtdnl«peetqeesendloc phen 
1954 1 3 1 160 7 
1955 2 34 
195 l l a aca gawan 
1957 2 641 Haisiwhe lds dd l 77, 568 
Interior Department Appropriation Act of fiscal year 1948 for Alamo Navajos. 


Act of 1949, 63 Stat. 604, 
Act of 1956, 70 Stat. 941. 
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11. On December 31, 1957, there were 1,476,360 acres in tribal own- 
ership, held by the United States in trust. The tribes have acquired 
no land in fee. 
12. On December 31, 1957, there were 34,125 acres (221 tracts) of | 
trust or restricted land in individual ownership. 
13. Special acts of Congress which have affected the acquisition of 
lands for Pueblo Indians and the Navajo Indians under the jurisdic- 
tion of United Pueblos Agency are: funds provided in Interior De- 
partment Appropriation Act for fiscal year 1948 which permitted the 
acquisition of badly needed land for the Alamo Band of Navajo 
Tribe; act of August 13, 1949 (63 Stat. 604) which placed in trust for 
several Pueblos and the Canoncito Band of Navajo Tribe Federal 
lands acquired by purchase in the 1930’s by the Resettlement Admin- 
istration and other emergency relief programs (which lands were 
being used by Indians, most of whom are subsistence livestock oper- 
ators) as well as some interspersed public domain; act of August 2, 
1956 (70 Stat. 941), by which portions of the Ojo del Espiritu Santo 
grant in Sandoval County, N. Mex., which had been purchased previ- 
ously by the Government, were placed in trust for the Pueblos of 
Jemez and Zia who had grazed livestock on the land for many years. 
Exchanges of land for equal value are made in the Pueblos, when re- 
quested by the officials, pursuant to authorization in section 17 of the 
Pueblo Lands Act (43 Stat. 636), but no outright sales of tribal land 
of the Pueblos are made. We do not know of any feelings among the 
Pueblo tribal officials that any sale of their tribal lands should be 
made. 
14. The heirship or multiple-ownership problem has not affected 
the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands in this jurisdiction. Of 
the 221 tracts of trust or restricted land in individual] ownership, 186 
tracts belong to Alamo and Canoncito Navajos and consist of grazing | 
land; none are irrigable; they are used in common with other lands 
for the grazing of livestock by all members of the group. A sale 
other than to members of the Indian group would be impractical, as 
each tract has a low carrying capacity for livestock; most tracts have 
no water, and in most cases the land is adjacent to other land used 
exclusively by the Navajos. There are 34 tracts owned by members 
of the Pueblo of Laguna, and the tribal council of that Pueblo is now 
considering the possibility of buying these tracts, which are suitable 
primarily for grazing livestock. 


PART II—UNITED PUEBLOS 


Transactions involwing key tracts since July 1, 1953 

1. No tracts have been sold that the tribe, individual Indian 
owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key tracts, except lands used 
by the Ramah Navajos and owned by the Pueblos of Picuris and 
Pojoaque which were sold to the Navajo Tribe and continue to be 
used by the Ramah Navajos. 
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2. No tracts alleged by the tribes or individual Indian owners to be 
key tracts were determined by Bureau officials not to be key tracts. 

3. The Navajo Tribe, in 1956, purchased from the Pueblo of 
Pojoaque 29,526.16 acres (46 tracts) and from the Pueblo of Picuris 
26,726.28 (42 tracts) which had been used by the Ramah Navajos 
for many years. 

4 and 5. No tracts alleged by the tribes to be key tracts were sold to 
non-Indians. 

6. No key tracts which were in fee status have been acquired by 
individual Indians or the tribes. 


PART II—-UNITED PUEBLOS 


Extent to which tribes have assumed responsibility for real-estate 

Rese 

. There are no tribal real estate employees in this agency. 

No agency real estate employees receive any part of their salaries 
fr on trite funds. 

The tribes under the jurisdiction of United Pueblos Agency (18 
Pueblos, Alamo, and Canoncito Band of Navajo Tribe) do not have 
a regularly employed real estate adviser or consultant to advise the 
council with regard to real estate activities, except the Pueblo of 
——- a Which consults its general counsel. 

. None of the Pueblos or Navajo Bands have a real estate commit- 
tee with authority to approve tribal real estate activities. 

The Pueblo of Laguna has a real estate committee which advises 
the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities. It has 
~ author ity to make decisions which are binding on the Pueblo. 

The tribes under this jurisdiction have not employed private 
inal ants to study particular phases of their real estate activities. 
However, this agency would not discourage such employment. 

The tribes do not have, nor have they had, any tribal land 
enterprises or similar organization. 

In this jurisdiction all real estate operations have been handled 
by the Bureau. However, in every instance the tribal council con- 
cerned is consulted, and leases and exchanges are not made which do 
not have the approval of the tribal council. 
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6. ZUNI AGENCY 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Zuni, N. Mex., June 5, 1958: 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: Reference is made to your letter of 
April 17, 1958, requesting certain statistical data on land and land 
transactions at the Zuni jurisdiction. We are submitting two separate 
reports since the Indian lands in this jurisdiction cover two groups of 
Indians, namely, the Zuni Pueblo group and the Ramah Navajo grow. 

You requested an enumeration of all Federal lands on each reser 
tion which have been acquired from private owners since 1930, acreage 
involved, number of tracts, and other pertinent information. The in- 
formation covering the Zuni Reservation is as follows: 











Number | Acreage | Authority | Date acquired 
tracts 
_— — | ———_——— -— -— | —_—-———-—“—_-— ~—————_— _ —- --— — -—- —— — — j - —— 
1 160.00 | Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) - | April 1939 
1 160. 00 <80..< s Do. 
1 160. 00 | MA tne Pudi | Do 
1 158. 68 | Y ae Do 
i 





Purpose of acquisition: Land to be used for grazing purposes by the 
tribal members. 

Current use: Land is still being used for grazing purposes. 

The following land was purchased in the name of the Ramah 
Navajo Tribe from private owners : 


Number | Acreage Authority Approximate 
of tracts | date aequired 


1 | 321.05 | Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1938 and 1939 (sec. 5) October 1943 

1 640.00 |_- a aia . oa i pain ee July 1944 

1 1, 280. 00 |_....do__.. et 3 ee See Sibi 5. ee Do. 

J 640.00 |.....do___- ee Se ee re eae _-.---.------| September 1944. 
1 | 640.95 |_.-..do_..---- : Soe cosa cxdeetene October 1945. 

1 480.00 |_....do_.. ‘ieieiie Banat i ato ae ea ee | September 1946 
1} 160.00 |}_....do_.- eae sities ee ere nee 6 gS 
1} UG ic Do i scien adincdesébwneunsccnesnguedsdasccusnnaqanacpopnes | September 1947. 


Purpose of acquisition: To consolidate Ramah Navajo land hold- 
ings; to be used for grazing purposes. 

Current use: Land is still being used for grazing purposes. The 
Zuni Tribe and also the Ramah Navajo community make use of all of 
their land for Indian use entirely. 
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The Navajo Tribe purchased 56,252.44 acres of trust land from the 
pueblos of Pojoaque and Picuris in fiscal year 1957 for use of the 
Ramah Navajo community. Authorization for this purchase is set 
forth in the act of August 9, 1955 (69 Stat. 555), and the act of July 
11, 1956 (70 Stat. 522). This was acquired for grazing purposes and 
is still being used for that nee This transaction 1s shown in the 
Navajo Agency report since this land was taken in trust in the name 
of the Nava ajo Tribe. 

The Zuni Tribe has no compensated tribal employees. The Ramah 
Navajo group is a part of the Navajo Tribe and has representation in 
the general council, but due to its proximity to Zuni is administra- 
tiv ely handled by the superintendent of the Zuni Agency. For infor- 
mation of Navajo tribal participation in real-estate activities and num- 
ber of tribal employees, please refer to the report submitted by the 
Navajo Agency. 

As requested in your letter, an original and one copy are submitted. 
If we can be of further service, please » feel free to call on us. 

Sincerely yours, 
Expert J. FLoyp, Superintendent. 


A. ZuNI 
PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 337,828.77 acres. 

How many acres in trust ? 

All. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 ? 

There were 1,932.85 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of * * *, were consummated during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

4, How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ? 

None. 

5. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
actions. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer te 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947 ? 

Fiscal year: 1950. 

Number transactions: 1. 





a ee a ee ee CS 
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Acres: 59,766.03. 

Type of transaction: Acquisition of former Resettlement Adminis- 
tration and public domain lands—title taken in trust for the tribe. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1,1947% See answer to question 7 above. Acreage reported on 
a fiscal year basis. 

9. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above broken down by the type of transaction. 
See answer to question 7 above. 

10. Give the acreage for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. See answer to 
question 7 above. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957 ? 

There were 397,594.80 acres. 

ae many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

one many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

one. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 1,932.85 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands * * *. 

Acquisition of land by purchase was made under the Indian Reor- 
ganization Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra. By the act of 
June 20, 1935, certain lands were added which were withdrawn from 
the Cibola National Forest (49 Stat. 393, c. 282). The act of August 
13, 1949 (63 Stat. 604), which provided for the acquisition of cer- 
tain lands which had been temporarily withdrawn by the Department 
of the Interior from settlement, location, sale, entry, and other disposi- 
tion. Title taken in trust for the tribe. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? No sales 
of either tribal or individually owned land are being made. 

ate the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject ? 

he Zuni Tribe would like very much to acquire additional land but 
is in no position financially to do so unless Federal gratuity funds 
are appropriated for this purpose or they realize revenue from some 
unexpected source. The tribe realizes that for many years to come 
the larger percentage of the tribe will wish to earn their living from 
the land. In this connection it should be recalled that this tribe was in 
their present location when the Spaniards arrived over 400 years ago 
and have followed livestock and agricultural pursuits ever since. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
—" 

Up to the present time there has been no problem concerning heir- 
ship or multiple ownership of the land. 





PART II—ZUNI 


There has been no acquisition or disposal of any lands on the Zuni 
Reservation in recent years. The tribe and the individual Indians 
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who have allotements are not interested in disposing of their lands, 
but if money were available the tribe would be interested in acquiring 
additional lands. 

PART IlI—ZUNI 


As stated before this tribe does not have money to acquire land and 
therefore seldom ‘f ever takes any action on real estate activities. 
There are no employees paid by the tribe or the Federal Government 
to specifically take care of real estate matters. The superintendent 
and other members of his staff, members of the area office realty staff 
and members of other agencies are available to assist when needed. 
The tribe and Bureau work closely on all matters relating to the few 
leases and rights-of-way granted. 


ZUNI LANDS 


Indiwidually owned land 
DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING 
OF UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNPRS—None 
DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS—None 


B. Raman 
PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 4,162 acres in the name of the Ramah Navajo com- 
munity; 8,958.88 acres in the name of the Navajo Tribe. This latter 
figure is included in the Navajo Agency report and should not be con- 
sidered again in overall totals. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 47,632.78 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ? 

None. 

5. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 


to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 
None. 
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7. How many transactions, acres, type, by which tribal or individual 
Indian lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year 
since July 1, 1947 ? 








Fiscal year Number of Acres Type 
transactions 
WB Gsissl ids 1 640 | Purchase of fee land; title taken in trust for the Ramah 
Navaho omen, 
NOSF seis diacun'ee 11 26, 726.28 | Purchase of trust land from the pueblo of Picuris; title taken 
in trust for the Navaho Tribe. 
Wit cae octhees tl] 29, 526.16 | Purchase of trust land from the pueblo of Pojoaque; title 


taken in trust for the Navaho Tribe. 
1 These transactions are included in the Navaho Agency report and therefore should not be duplicated. 


8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

See answer to No. 7 above. Figures reported on a fiscal year basis. 

9. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

See answer to No. 7 above. 

10. Give the acreage for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See answer to No. 7 above. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957 ? 

There were 4,807.05 acres in the name of the Ramah Navajo com- 
munity ; 65,211.32 acres in the name of the Navajo Tribe. The latter 
figure is included in the Navajo Agency report. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

All. 

ay many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

one. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 47,632.78 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands * * *. 

The Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1938 and 1939 pro- 
vided for the acquisition of land for the rehabilitation of needy In- 
dians. A total of 4,807.05 acres were acquired under this act. 

See the Navajo Agency report for the special acts for the acquisi- 
tion of land for the use of the Ramah Navajocommunity. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

No special study is being made. No sales have been or are being 
considered. 

Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject ? 

See Navajo Agency report. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship or multiple-owner- 


ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
—— 
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Up to the present time there has been no problem in regard to heir- 
ship or multiple ownership. 


PART II—RAMAH 


This part does not apply to the Ramah Navajo community as 
there have been no dispositions made. 


PART ITI—RAMAH 


See the Navajo Agency report for employees paid by the tribe and 
other information concerning real-estate activities. 


RaMAH Navaso LANDS 


Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING OF 
UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS—None 


30451—58——-20 








V. MINNEAPOLIS AREA OFFICE 
1, GREAT LAKES AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or [npran AFFAIRS, 
Ashland, Wis., May 22, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: We have your letter of April 17 re- 
questing data as to Indian lands under the supervision of the Great 
Lakes Agency. The report has been compiled as requested and is 
enclosed. In addition to the material requested we have added infor- 
mation as to the taxable lands purchased for various groups in the 
States of Michigan and Wisconsin. 

We might say that there are 15 reservations or groups of Indians 
in the States of Wisconsin, Michigan, and Iowa that are under the 
jurisdiction of this agency, and this report covers all groups. 

It is hoped that this is the information desired, and if we can be 
of any additional help on this matter please advise and we will try to 
supply any additional information requested. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. J. Rizr, Superintendent. 





DaTA ON QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
InprAn LANpDs IN THE Last 10 YEARS FoR THE Reservations UNDER 
THE SUPERVISION OF THE GREAT Lakes AcENcy, Wis. 


PART I 


1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee? 

Answer. There were 60,293 acres held in tribal ownership on July 
1, 1947, by the various tribes of Indians located in Wisconsin and 
Michigan under the jurisdiction of the Great Lakes Agency. Ail 
of this land is held in a trust status and there is no record of tribes 
having acquired or holding any land in fee status. In addition, the 
Sac and Fox Tribe of Indians in Iowa hold 3,476 acres of tribal 
land. A portion of this land is subject to certain State taxes which 
totals approximately $800 per year, and which is paid by the tribe 
from income received from leasing. 
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2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947? 

Answer. There were 166,899 acres of trust or restricted land in 
individual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates 
of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

7.. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Answer. In section 2 of the prepared form there are shown figures 
which give the number of allotments and acreage of trust or restricted 
allotted lands which were purchased in the name of the United States 
of America in trust for the particular tribe involved. In addition to 
the figures shown in section 2, there were 2 purchases made of fee- 
title land totaling 69 acres in the name of the United States of Amer- 
ica in trust for the Band River Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians in fiscal year 1953. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Acreage shown on the prepared form. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

Answer. Figures supplied on the prepared form. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer. Figures supplied on the prepared form. 

11. How. many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? 
How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

Answer. On December 31, 1957, there were 65,037 acres held in 
tribal ownership on the various reservations of Wisconsin and. Mich- 
igan (excepting Menominee Reservation of Wisconsin), and the title 
to which is held by the United States in trust for the particular tribe 
involved. In addition, there were 3,476 acres held by the Sac and 
Fox Tribe in Iowa as stated in question No. 1. 

12. How: many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

Answer. There were 111,985 acres held in either trust or restricted 
status by individual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 
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13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

Answer. Except for the public domain, Wisconsin Winnebago, and 
Oneida Reservation allotments, the allotments of the various reser- 
vations in Wisconsin and Michigan are restricted fee-patent lands, 
and as such title is held by the individual with the stipulation that 
same cannot be alienated or encumbered without the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior. With such a title to the land, those allot- 
ments which come into multiple ownership, reach the point where 
it is impossible to properly supervise the lands or to dispose of the 
lands by sale because of the inability to get deeds of conveyance 
signed by every heir. Most of the allotments are forest-type lands 
which are difficult to properly manage as 40- and 80-acre units on a 
sustained-yield basis. The Lac du Flambeau and Lac Courte Oreilles 
Tribes are the only groups in this area that have funds to purchase 
Indian allotments, and they have been quite concerned over their in- 
ability to purchase individual Indian allotments because of the mul- 
tiple-ownership problem, and as a result have passed resolutions 
requesting that legislation be enacted whereby the Secretary of the 
Interior could convey title to the lands to either the tribe or to an 
individual as purchaser. This problem was presented by the tribes 
to their Congressman; however, no information is available to in- 
dicate that any action has been taken on their request. Resolutions 
as passed are attached. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Answer. This problem does not materially affect land transactions 
in this area. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and | alien 
Indians. v 

Answer. The problem of inheritance by non-Indians does cause 
some difficulty in the area, and particularly is troublesome to the, in- 
dividual inheriting such interest and to the counties involved because 
no instrument is issued by the Department to show that the individual 
has inherited these Jands and that they are unrestricted and taxable. 
In the case of trust allotments, a fee patent is issued to such individual, 
whereas with restricted fee allotments no instrument is issued to show 
the individual owns the land or to make the county records up to date. 

(¢) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Answer. This problem is causing a great deal of inconvenience in 
the sale of Indian allotments because, as a general rule, the ;minors 
hold a small interest and in many cases the value is such. that court 
costs for the appointment of a grendion and completion of a sale will 
be greater than the value of the land interest held. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 
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Answer. There is frequently the difficulty of all heirs reaching an 
agreement as to disposition of the land; however, the problem which 
confronts the work in this area is the fact that a large percentage of 
the Indians have moved to cities to secure employment and we have 
great difficulty contacting them and often it is impossible to locate an 
individual who has evidently left the reservation with no thought of 
ever returning. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and cape 
left minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe 
been encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

Answer. This authority cannot be used by tribes under the Indian 
Reorganization Act and therefore the Secretary’s authority is of no 
value on the reservations under this jurisdiction. 


PART II-——GREAT LAKES 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that 
the tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts? 

Answer. None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

Answer. None. 

38. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners?! 

Answer. None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold tonon-Indians? 

Answer. None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

Answer. Nosuch sales. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

Answer. Two tracts of fee land have been purchased in connection 
with the moving of homes at the village of Odanah, Wis., on the Bad 
River Reservation, from a location that floods frequently due to melt- 
ing snows, to a location where the flooding problem would be elimi- 
nated. 

PART III—GREAT LAKES 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

Answer. There are notribal real-estate employees. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

Answer. None. 
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3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser. or 
pa to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activi- 
ties 

Answer. No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities ? 

Answer. No. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activties? 
Answer. No—the councils as a whole act on real-estate matters. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. 

Answer. None. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization ? 

Answer. No. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau ? 

Answer. No. 





AppDITIONAL INFORMATION ON INDIAN LaANp Stratus 1n MICHIGAN AND 
Wisconsin as ReQuestep By UniTEepD Srates SENATE COMMITTEE.ON 
INTERIOR AND INsuLAR ArrarrsS—GREAT LAKES 


During the period from 1930 to 1947 there was a land-purchase pro- 
gram carried on in this area under the Indian Reorganization Act 
which involved the acquisition of taxable lands as follows: 

Red Cliff Reservation, Wis. 

Purchases of taxable land for the Red Cliff Tribe totaled 5,086 
acres, which is largely forest-type land that had formerly been Indian 
allotments which had been alienated. The land is now used for forest 
purposes and some income is derived from sale of pulpwood. 

Oneida Reservation, Wis. 

There were 2,209 acres of taxable land purchased for the Oneida 
Tribe, and a large portion of this ac is assigned to individual 
Indians and used for homesites and garden purposes. 

Bad River Reservation, Wis. 

Purchases of taxable land totaled 797 acres and at present time 

some of the land is assigned to individual Indians for use as home- 


sites; the remainder is forest land and only good for forest pro- 
duction. 


Stockbridge community, Wisconsin 
There were 2,249 acres of taxable land purchased for this group of 


Indians. A — of the land is assigned to individuals for home- 
sites and the balance is forest land. 


Mole Lake community, Wisconsin 


There were 1,680 acres of taxable land purchased for this group of 
Indians. Most of the land is assigned to individuals for homes and 
their own use. 
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St. Croia Chippewa, Wis. 

There were 1,328 acres of taxable land purchased in three different 
locations for scattered groups in the area, and the lands are used for 
homesite purposes. 


Isabella Reservation, Mich. 


Purchases included 450 acres at Mount Pleasant, Mich., and all but 
40 acres are assigned and used as homesites by individual Indians. 
Forty acres are forest type and used to secure firewood. Fifty-six 
acres were purchased in Arenac County and most of this is under lease 
for farming purposes. 


Bay Mills community, Michigan 
A total of 1,056 acres of taxable land was purchased for this group 


of Indians which is largely forest type and only good for forest de- 
velopment. Two Indian families have constructed homes on the land. 


L’ Anse Reservation, Mich. 

There were 1,357 acres of taxable land purchased on L’Anse Reser- 
vation, and now used for forest purposes. 

It might be stated that nearly all the purchases were lands suitable 
only for forest reproduction except those on the Isabella Reservation 
in Michigan. Homes were constructed on the three locations pur- 
chased for the St. Croix groups; however, employment opportunities 
in these areas is limited. 


A RESOLUTION 


Whereas the Lac du Flambeau Tribal Council have a land-purchase program in 
operation at this time which involves the use of tribal funds; and 

Whereas this program is for the purpose of consolidating land in one type of 
ownership and at the same time eliminate the heirship problem to some extent 
on the reservation ; and 

Whereas the original allottees were issued restricted-fee patents to the land, 
and in this type of ownersship title passed to the allottee subject to restrictions 
against alienation or encumbrance without the consent of the Secretary of the 
Interior ; and 

Whereas in order to sell this type of allotment to a non-Indian or to the tribe, 
it is necessary under present law that a deed of conveyance be executed by each 
heir, and this is impossible in most of the allotments which are now in a multiple 
and complicated ownership : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by this council in regular session assembled, That in order to properly 
carry out the program of the tribal council and also to aid in solving the heirship 
problem on other allotments in the reservation, we respectfully request that 
legislation be enacted which will authorize the Secretary of the Interior or his 
authorized representative to transfer title to a tribe or purchaser of a restricted 
fee patented allotment in the same manner as he is now able to do with trust 
allotments under the act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 855, 856) ; be it further 

Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent to our Congressmen 
Hon, Alvin E. O’Konski, Washington, D. C. 
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A BILL To authorize and direct the Secretary of the Interior to convey title to certain 
inherited undivided interests in restricted fee allotments, trust, and purchased re- 
stricted lands located on the Lac du Flambeau Indian Reservation in Wisconsin, and for 
other purposes 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 

authorized and directed to convey title to undivided interests in restricted fee 
allotments, trust, and purchased-restricted lands located on the Lac du Flambeau 

Indian Reservation, Wisconsin. 

If the Secretary of the Interior decides the heir or heirs competent to manage 
their own affairs, he may issue to each heir or heirs unrestricted title to their 
land. If he shall decide one or more of the heirs to be incompetent, he may in 
his discretion convey to such incompetents’ interests: Provided— 

(a) That the heirs owning majority interests have consented to a sale; 
said majority interests to include interests of the incompetents ; 

(b) That the land is not sold for less than the fair market value; 

(ec) That proceeds of sale of inherited lands shall be paid to such heirs 
as may be competent and in trust subject to use and expenditure during the 
trust period for such heirs as may be incompetent, as their respective interests 
shall appear: Provided further, That prior to conveyance with respect to 
any restricted fee or purchased-restricted lands which are owned by more 
than one individual Indian, the Secretary may— 

(d) Upon request of any owners of undivided interests, partition the 
land and issue to each owner a patent or deed for his individual share; 

(e) Upon request of any owner of partitioned land where the Secretary 
determines to be in need of such assistance, sell such land and pay proceeds 
of sale to owners. 





RESOLUTION 25 


Whereas the Lac Courte Oreilles Band of Chippewa Indians are interested 
in the land-sale program, and to further the benefits of this program ; and 

Whereas this program is for the purpose of consolidating land in one type of 
ownership and at the same time eliminate the heirship problem to some extent 
on the reservation; and 

Whereas the original allottees were issued restricted fee patents to the land 
and in this type of ownership title passed to the allottee subject to restrictions 
against alienation or encumbrance without the consent of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and 

Whereas in order to sell this type of allotment to a non-Indian or to the tribe, 
it is necessary under present law that a deed of conveyance be executed by each 
heir and this is impossible in most of the allotments which are now in compli- 
cated ownership : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by this council in regular session assembled, That in order to prop- 
erly carry out the program of the tribal council and also to aid in solving the 
heirship problem on other allotments in the reservation, we respectfully request 
that legislation be enacted which will authorize the Secretary of the Interior or 
his authorized representative to transfer title to purchaser of a restricted fee 
patent allotment in the same manner as he is now able to do with trust allot- 
ments under the act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 855, 856) ; and be it further 

Resolwed, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent to our Congressman 
Hon. Alvin E. O’Konski, Washington, D. C. 
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A BILL To authorize and direct the Secretary of the Interior to convey title to certain 
inherited undivided interests in restricted fee ahotpents trust, and purchased- 
restricted lands located on the Lac Courte Oreilles Indian Reservation in Wisconsin, 
and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to convey title to undivided interests in restricted fee 
allotment, trust, and purchased-restricted lands located on the Lac Courte 
Oreilles Reservation, Wisconsin. If the Secretary of the Interior decides the 
heir or heirs competent to manage their own affairs, he may issue to such heir 
or heirs unrestricted title to their land; if he shall decide one or more heirs 
to be incompetent, he may in his discret, convey title to such incompetents 
interest: Provided— 

(a) That the heirs owning a majority interest have consented to a sale; said 
majority interest to include interest of incompetents ; 

(b) That the land is not sold for less than the fair market price; 

(c) That the proceeds of sale of inherited lands shall be paid to such heir 
or heirs as may be competent and held in trust subject to use and expenditure 
during the trust period for such heirs as may be incompetent, as their respective 
interests shall appear: Provided further, That prior to conveyance with respect 
to any restricted fee or purchased restricted lands which are owned by more than 
one individual Indian, the Secretary may— 

(d) Upon request of any owners of undivided interest, partition the land 
and issue to each owner a patent or deed for his individual share ; 

(e) Upon request of any owner of partitioned land where the Secretary 
determines to be in need of such assistance, sell such land and pay the proceeds 
of sale to owners. 


RESOLUTION 


Whereas we, the members of the Bad River Tribal Council, duly authorized, 
under article VIII, section 1, of the constitution and bylaws of the Bad River 
Band of Chippewa Indians, to regulate and consolidate the multiple and compli- 
cated unrestricted heirship lands on the Bad River Reservation; and 

Whereas to alleviate the problems presently encountered in conveying undi- 
vided interests in restricted fee patented lands, to execute a deed of conveyance 
of the restricted allotments, consisting of the cutting of the matured timber 
thereon, and the sales of land as provided under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 
855, 856) ; and 

Whereas to partition the incompetent heirs of said lands, and to issue each 
owner a deed for his or her individual share, and hold in trust under the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and upon request of any owners of 
undivided interest, partition the land and issue to each owner a patent or deed: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to convey title to 
certain inherited undivided interests in restricted fee allotments, and the Bad 
River Tribal Council be empowered to condemn these multiple complicated heir- 
ship lands for tribal purposes as provided under section 1 of the constitution and 
bylaws of the band, and such lands be purchased by the Bad River Tribal funds; 
and be it further 

ResoWwed, That a certified copy of this resolution be submitted to our hon- 
orable Congressman Alvin E. O’Konski, House of Representatives, Washington, 
D. C., for submission in this session of Congress of the United States. 
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A BILL To authorize and direct the Secretary of the Interior to convey title to certain 
inherited undivided interests in restricted fee allotments, trust, and purchased re- 
stricted lands located on the Bad River Indian Reservation in Wisconsin, and for other 
purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to convey title to undivided interests in the restricted fee 
allotments, trusts, and purchased restricted lands located on the Bad River Indian 
Reservation, Wisconsin. If the Secretary of the Interior decides the heir or heirs 
competent to manage their own affairs, he may issue to such heir or heirs un- 
restricted title to their land: if he shall decide one or more of the heirs to be 
incompetent, he may in his discretion, convey title to such incompetents inter- 
ests: Provided— 

(a) That the heirs owning a majority interests have consented to a sale; 
said majority interests to include interest of incompetents; 

(b) That the land is not sold for less than the fair market value; 

(c) That the proceeds of sale of inherited lands shall be paid to such heir 
or heirs as may be competent and held in trust subject to use and expenditure 
during the trust period for such heirs as may be incompetent, as their respective 
interests shall appear: Provided further, That prior to conveyance with respect 
to any restricted fee or purchased restricted lands which are owned by more 
than one individual Indian, the Secretary of the Interior may— 

(d) Upon request of any owners of undivided interests, partition the land 
and issue to each owner a patent or deed for his individual share: 

(e) Upon request of any owner of partitioned land where the Secretary of the 
Interior determines to be in need of such assistance, sell such land and pay the 
proceeds of sale to owners. 
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2. MINNESOTA AGENCY 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpDrAn AFFaIRs, 
Bemidji, Minn., May 6, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Murray: We have your letter of April 17, 1958, 
requesting information as to Indian lands, and the questionnaire on the 
disposition and acquisition of Indian lands in the last 10 years. 

There is submitted herewith the information requested, as follows: 

1. Data on questionnaire on the disposition and acquisition of In- 
dian Lands in the Last Ten Years for the Six Reservations Organized 
as the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe. 

2. Form, as submitted by your office, completed as to transactions 
in the past 10 years, on the 6 reservations and public-domain allotments 
in Minnesota. 

3. Copies of 7 resolutions prepared by the executive committee of 
the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe, pertaining to lands on the 6 Chippewa 
reservations. 

4, Data on questionnaire on the disposition and acquisition of In- 
dian lands in the last 10 years for the Red Lake Indian Reservation in 
Minnesota. 

5. Statement of additional data on Indian land status in Minnesota. 

It is hoped that the information supplied will be sufficient in your 
study of the Indian land situation on the various reservations. If 
additional information is desired, please advise and we will make 
every effort to supply you with same. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. W. Paver, Superintendent. 


A. MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA AND SIOUX 


DaTA ON QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
InpIAN LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS FOR THE 6 RESERVATIONS 
ORGANIZED AS THE MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA TRIBE 


PART I 


1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee ? 

Answer. The Chippewa reservations and Sioux communities had a 
total of 100,066 acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947, all of which 
was held in trust status. 
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2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individ- 
ual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947? 

Answer. There were 152,387 acres of trust or restricted land in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates 
of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3, above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer. Statistics are supplied on the prepared form. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Answer. In section 2 of the prepared form there is shown figures 
which give the number of allotments and acreages of trust allotted 
lands which were purchased in the name of the United States of Amer- 
ica, in trust for the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe. It will be noted 
that the number of allotments inedited: is high, compared to the acre- 
age. This is due to the issuance of 282 allotments of 5, 714, or 10 acres 
to the nonremoval Mille Lacs Indians, of which all but 26 allotments 
were conveyed by the allottees or heirs to the tribe for a nominal sum, 
in order to eliminate and curtail the complicated heirship status that 
was developing. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Acreage is shown on the form. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7, above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. 

Answer. Figures supplied on the form. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 8, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer. Figures supplied on the form. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

Answer. There were 102,585 acres of tribal-owned land on the 
Chippewa Reservations (except Red Lake Reservation) and Sioux 
communities of Minnesota, and all held in trust.’ 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

Answer. There were 80,408 acres of individual Indian trust allotted 
or restricted lands. 
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13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination acts, 
private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What study 
is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal council 
passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please elaborate 
and include any resolutions approved. 

Answer. The Chippewa Indians of the allotted reservations in Min- 
nesota are all under the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934, 
which provided that Indian allotments could not be sold. The act of 
May 14, 1948, provided for the sale of Indian allotments; however, such 
sale must have the consent of every heir or legal guardian for a minor 
or incompetent heir, and under such procedure it is impossible to dis- 
pose of complicated heirship allotments, either through sale to the 
pane or the tribe, for the reason that whereabouts of heirs is un- 

own, interests are so small and of such low value that heirs will not 
take time to sign the required papers, and in case of minors or incompe- 
tents, the cost of appointing a legal guardian is $50, and often their 
interest is valued at less than a dollar. 

The executive committee of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe has been 
very active in efforts to have Congress appropriate funds for the pur- 
chase of heirship allotments within the boundaries of the Chippewa 
National Forest by the United States Fu.-est Service, and this has been 
very helpful in disposing of heirship allotments in isolated areas and 
not being used or occupied by the heirs. At the present time, there 
are 60 sales which cannot be completed because of the requirements to 
have 100 percent consent, or consent of legal guardian where interest 
is of a low value, making the appointment of a guardian impractical. 
The executive committee of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe has made 
repeated attempts to get legislation introduced and passed by Congress 
which would alleviate the rigid requirements demanded in the sale of 
Indian land to the public, or purchase by the tribe. They have passed 
several resolutions, copies attached, on this question and have made 
strenuous efforts to get action on H. R. 7877, introduced by Congress- 
man Fred Marshall. 

14. To discuss further information given under No. 13. 

(a) There are a few cases where undivided interest of trust allot- 
ments have gone into tribal ownership and sale to the tribe cannot be 
made because of lack of tribal funds and the additional fact that the 
heirship situation is too complicated. 

(6) This problem is becoming very great in the Minnesota area. 
A study made of one reservation shows over 40 percent of the allot- 
ments are either in whole or in part held by non-Indians, or alien 
Indians. It has taken 2 years to complete the issuance of such fee 
patents on another reservation, which involved over 30 percent of the 
allotments in whole or in part. The value of remaining trust interests 
in allotments which have become partially unrestricted, is seriously 
affected by such ownership, and the management of such lands is 
impossible. * 

(c) As mentioned previously, the cost of guardianship often far 
exceeds the value of the minor. 

(zd) There is frequently one heir, often with a very minor interest, 
who will refuse to cooperate and prevents a transaction under present 
regulations. In addition, when an heir dies and his estate is probated, 
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very frequently there are claims made against the estate, and which 
are approved by the examiner of inheritance in aecordance with law. 
Often these claims will be equal to the entire estate, and. in attempting 
to sell allotments in which the deceased had a share, the heirs will refuse 
to sign because they will not receive any benefits of such sale. It 
appears authority should be such as to provide for sale of such interests 
on lands to settle the debts without the consent of the heirs. 

(e) This authority is not applicable with tribes under the Indian 
Reorganization act. 


PART LII—MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA AND. SIOUX 


Under the questions asked in part II, there has not been completed 
in recent years the sale of key tracts to either non-Indians or the tribe. 
The purchase of a number of key tracts by the tribe has been planned 
and started in the past year, however, progress has been slow because 
of the heirship problems and difficulties. The desired purchases are 
tracts on lakes which produce wild rice, and control of which is desired 
and badly needed by the tribe; however, the rigid requirements will 
have to be eliminated before purchases can be completed. 


PART II—-MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA AND SIOUX 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

Answer. The Minnesota Chippewa Tribe has 3 individuals em- 
ployed in the management of all phases of tribal government, as 
follows: Manager, $3,900 per annum; secretary (part time), $1,200 
per annum ; stenographer, $2,700 per annum. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

Answer. None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activi- 
ties? Explain. 

Answer. No. They are assisted by Bureau personnel. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain. 

Answer. The tribal manager has authority to negotiate leases and 
approve same up to $500. Caan in excess of $500 are approved by 
resolution of the executive committee. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain. 

Answer. No. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain. If the 
Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

Answer. None. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

Answer. No. 


30451—58 
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8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

Answer. No. 


MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA RESOLUTION No. 39 


Whereas the Federal Government has appropriated moneys for the acquisition 
of lands for the various tribes; 

Whereas the heirs of Leech Lake Allotment No. 1, described as lot 1, and the 
SWSwW section 29, 146-31 Beltrami County, have requested this parcel be sold; 

Whereas the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe desires to acquire this allotment to 
retain homesites for six Indian families living thereon, and to retain a cemetery 
still in use; 

Whereas the 38 living heirs (involving 17 probates) do not object to a 
negotiated sale ; 

Whereas the heirs of the following FDL allotments have also requested sale 
of their allotments ; 


Acres 
apes ae Seti Bhi eee) (OG) 40-18... . oa a a as Ce ce 21.75 
een ee a OO FO | AI an sted ie, ct eelenettnte dhapetbintseeilantecates 39. 00 
FDL 75 lots 8 and 9, sec. 30; lot 5, sec. 29; lots 2, 6, and 7, sec. 31, all 
ee F  aegriniipmeeet ani amepannqeepa Berean 160. 05 
Ppa TO 30t B; GSC. Ti rn see a ees A a TE sh 29. 60 
es Mn Ve I i ok Dhl be nltbistionkdbeinni dha ao 23. 50 
PDL, 188 lots 4:006:G) Gate 31, GO Bia on ths ecb ise Wem nde tid osi.-.-an- 54. 70 


Whereas the sales of these allotments to private interest would jeopardize 
the sole rites of the Indians to harvest the wild rice crop on Perch Lake, FDL 
Reservation which has exceeded $40,000 annually. 

Whereas the purchase of the above-mentioned tracts by the Minnesota Chip- 
pewa Tribe would simplify management of allotments now in multiple owner- 
ship: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs make $10,000 available for 
the acquisition of these lands. 


MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA RESOLUTION No. 15 


Whereas the committee created by this council with delegated responsibility 
to program for local social and economic improvement have submitted a report 
showing the trust allotments on the reservation to have an important part to 
contribute in the mangement of band and tribal lands on the reservation; and 

Whereas due to Canadian ownership in a number of cases we understand that 
the Indian Bureau is obligated to issue patents-in-fee and certain heirs have 
requested that their lands be sold; meaning that if action to retain these lands 
in Indian ownership is not promptiy taken they will likely soon pass to various 
non-Indian owners; and 

Whereas to receive the potential inherent in these allotments they should be 
converted into tribal or band ownership: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That immediate steps be taken to arrange funds for acquiring all of 
the trust allotments on the Grand Portage Reservation; and be it further 

Resolved, That the committee’s report on the importance of the allotments be 
accepted. 


MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA RESOLUTION No. 16 


Whereas the Grand Portage Band and the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe have 
gone on record as strongly favoring the purchase of the allotments on the Grand 
Portage Reservation; and 

Whereas such allotted land has forest or timber value almost totally as now 
known, and said land fits into the band and tribal land holdings ; and 

Whereas the act of June 18, 1934 (Public, No. 383, 73d Cong.) provides that 
the Secretary of the Interior may acquire land for the general benefit of Indians 
an dthat funds may be requested or provided therefore: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior purchase the allotments from 
individual Indians on the Grand Portage Reservation for and in the name 
of the United States of America in trust for the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe. 








, 
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MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA RESOLUTION No. 37 


Whereas the need for Federal funds still remains for the disposition of allot- 
ments requested for sale on the Leech Lake Reservation ; 

Whereas lakeshore properties with a value of approximately $300,000 remain 
unsold ; 

Whereas new requests by heirs for sale of their inherited interests are being 
received : Be it hereby 

Resolved, That the tribal manager write to the Congressmen in the State of 
Minnesota requesting $250,000 for the purchase of these lands by the’ United 
States Forest Service ; be it further 

Resolwed, That unless specifically authorized otherwise by the allottees con- 
senting to the sale that the mineral rights in said lands be reserved in the 
allottees. 


MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA RESOLUTION No. 6 


Whereas the Grand Portage Indian Reservation is a part of the wilderness 
and roadless areas created by the Secretary of the Interior (25 C. F. R. 281.2) 
and such action restricts the use and occupancy of the individual Indian allot- 
ments remaining in trust status; and 

Whereas the records show that either aliens or non-Indians hold interests in 
whole or in part on a large percent of the allotments and in accordance with 
regulations these interests are unrestricted, and patents-in-fee should be issued 
for said interests which would make the interests of Indians of questionable 
value: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Indian Bureau make available sufficient funds to purchase 
all the allotments in whole or in part that are held by Indians on the Grand 
Portage Reservation, title to be taken in the name of the United States of 
America in trust for the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe, from funds allotted by 
Congress under the Indian Reorganization Act so that the Indian owners may 
realize a fair value from their holdings and at the same time solve the com- 
plicated heirship problem that has, and is continuing to develop on this reserva- 
tion. 


MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA RESOLUTION No. 21 


Whereas the Minnesota Agency is conducting land sales at the request of 
owners ; 
Whereas the regulations by requiring 100-percent request for sale and 100- 
percent consent makes sales impossible on certain allotments because of— 
1. Minors without legal guardians—funds in their share would not pay 
for the appointment of guardians. 
2. Incompetents without legal guardians. 
3. Indifference of recipients because of very small cash shares. 
Therefore be it resolved, That a request be made to change the regulations 
thus: 
That sales listing be made by request of majority shares. 
That sale can be processed by consent of majority shares. 


MINNESOTA CHIPPEWA RESOLUTION No. 22 


Whereas the United States Forest Service has purchased many allotments 
that have been requested for sale by Indians, with funds appropriated to them 
for such acquisition ; and 

Whereas there still are continuing requests for sale by the Indians both inside 
and outside the boundaries of the Chippewa National Forest on the Leech Lake 
Reservation, and such allotments have been advertised for sale but without 
successful bids : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to appropriate 
a to the United States Forest Service for the acquisition of allotted lands 
as follows: 


For purchase of allotments inside the Chippewa National Forest bound- 
aries on the Leech Lake Reservation._......._..__________________ $50, 000 
For the purchase of allotments outside the Chippewa National Forest 
boundaries on the Leech Lake Reservation_____.____-_-_--____-_ 10, 000 
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B. RED LAKE 


Data ON QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
Inp1ian LANDS IN THE Last 10 Years FoR THE Rep LAKE INDIAN 
RESERVATION IN MINNESOTA 


PART I 


1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

Answer. There were 573,238 acres. 

How many acres in tr ust ? 

Answer. All of this land is held in trust by the United States for 
the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

Answer. None of the land is in fee status. 

How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Four allotments totaling 240 acres in trust, held in indi- 
vidual ownership on July 1, 1947. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Answer. There were three sales of public domain allotments under 
the jurisdiction of this reservation during the 1955 fiscal year. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

Answer. A total of 140 acres was involved in the 3 sales mentioned 
under No. 3 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

Answer. The transactions were all advertised, supervised sales. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer. There were 3 supervised sales, totaling 140 acres. 

7 through 10. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual 
Indian lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year 
since July 1, 1947? How many acres were so ac quired during each 
valendar year since July 1, 1947? Give the numbers of transactions 
for each year which will be shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken 
down by the type of transaction. Give the acreages for each year 
which will be shown in answer to No. 8 above, broken down by the type 
of transaction. 

Answer. There was no acquisition of land on the Red Lake Reser- 
vation for the period involved. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31,1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

Answer. There were 573,238 acres. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

Answer. There were 102 acres. 
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13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

- Answer. The Red Lake Reservation is not an allotted reservation, 
and therefore the land status has remained constant for the period 
involved. There were four allotments on the public domain issued 
to individual Indians and carried on the records of the Red Lake 
Reservation. At the request of heirs, three of these allotments were 
appraised and sold under the supervision of the Indian Bureau in the 
fiscal year 1955. The fourth allotment is still held by the original 
owner who resides on same. 

| 14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: (a) 
undivided interest owned by the tribe; (6) undivided interest owned 
by non-Indians and alien Indians; (¢) undivided interest owned by 
minors on reservations which are under the Indian Reorganization 
Act, (d) difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands; (e) what use has been made of the Secretary’s 
authority to sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate 
and have left minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the 
tribe been encouraged or permitted to buy such lands ? 

Answer. This question is not applicable to Red Lake Reservation. 


PART II—RED LAKE 
This part is not applicable to Red Lake Reservation. 
PART III—RED LAKE 


The purpose of this part of the questionnaire is to ascertain to what 
extent the tribes have assumed responsibility for real-estate activities. 

Answer. The real-estate activities on the Red Lake Indian Reser- 
vation are limited to a very few leases which are negotiated by the 
tribal council and approved by the reservation superintendent. In 
addition, there are issued by the tribal council assignments for home- 
sites and other purposes, to individual members of the reservation. 
The Red Lake Reservation is largely a forested area and the manage- 
ment of these products are under the direction and supervision of the 
Indian Bureau. 


ADDITIONAL DaTA ON INDIAN LAND STATUS IN MINNESOTA AS REQUESTED 
BY UnitTep States SENATE CoMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR 
AFFAIRS 


During the period of 1930 to 1947 there was a land-purchase pro- 
gram conducted for the various groups of Indians as organized under 
the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934, and the purchases on the 6 
reservations of the groups organized as the Minnesota Chippewa 
Tribe were Grand Portage, 21,613 acres; Nett Lake, 5,350 acres; 
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Fond du Lac, 2,690 acres; nonremoval Mille Lacs, 868 acres; and 
White Earth, 14,892 acres. Most of this acreage was land that had 
previously been part of the reservation areas and had become alien- 
ated. The purchases did include some allotments held in a trust status 
at time of purchase. Outside of homesites on the various reservations 
on this purchased land, very little use is being made of same by indi- 
vidual Indians, except for the use of areas on lakes which produce 
wild rice, the harvest of which is a source of revenue for a short-season 
of the year. 

The purchases on the White Earth Reservation included a ranch 
headquarters which, at the time of purchase, was to be used as a vo- 
cational school for Indians; however, the school never materialized 
and the tribe now has the ranch property under lease. 

There are 4 scattered Sioux communities in Minnesota, and there 
was purchased for these groups 2,240 acres of land under the Indian 
Reorganization Act, which gives them a total of 3,281 acres, which 
includes purchases made for this group in the 1890’s. These lands, 
for the most part, are assigned to individual Indians, and most of them 
live on their assignments. 








VI. MUSKOGEE AREA OFFICE 


1. CHOCTAW AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or [yptan AFFarrs, 
Philadelphia, Miss., June 12, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: In response to your request for informa- 
tion concerning land matters at this agency dated April 17, 1958, we 
are submitting herewith the attached report. You will note that a 
great part of the questionnaire does not apply to this agency’s oper- 
ation. 

I trust that the enclosed information is what you desire. 

Yours truly, 
Pau Vance, Superintendent. 





CHOCTAW OF MISSISSIPPI 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Lasr 10 YEARS 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

None. 

How many acres in trust ? 

There were 15,678.62 acres. 

a many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947? 

There were 75 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates 
of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 19472 

Do not know of any. 
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4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ? 

None. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

None. 

6. Give the acreage for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership : 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947 ? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957? 

None. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust? 

There were 15,698.62 acres. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individual 
Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

None. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). 

Since there have been no allotments at this agency, it has not been 
affected by legislation regulating the sale of Indian lands. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

None. 

Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject ? 

No. 

Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

None. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the prob- 
lem: 
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(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 


None. 
(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien 
Indians. 
None. 


(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 

are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 
None. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 

or disposal of lands. 
None. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs? 

None. 

(f) To what extent has the tribe been encouraged or permitted 

to buy such lands? 
None. 
PART II—CHOCTAW OF MISSISSIPPI 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts? 

Not applicable at this agency. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

Not applicable at this agency. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in In- 
dian ownership. 

None sold. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 

PART III—CHOCTAW OF MISSISSIPPI 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

This tribe employs no personnel for handling real-estate activities. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
— amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of 
1is work, 
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This agency employs no personnel for handling real-estate activities. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities ? 

No. 

Explain fully. 

No answer required. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities ? 

No. 

Explain fully. 

No answer required. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 

No. 

Explain fully. 

No answer required. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities ? 

The Mississippi Choctaw Indians have not employed private con- 
sultants to study particular phases of its real-estate activities. 

Explain fully. 

No answer required. 

Tf the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

No answer required, as Bureau has not disapproved such employ- 
ment. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization ? 

No. 

If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of such organization. 

No answer required. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau / 

No. 

Please comment on the differences in effectiveness of Bureau and 
tribal operations. 

No comments. 


Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING OF 
UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS—None 
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A76 INDIAN’ LAND TRANSACTIONS 


MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAW 


INFORMATION CONCERNING THE CuRRENT INDIAN TRIBAL Usk or LAND 
Hep 1n Trust ror THE Mississtpr1 BAND or CHocraw INDIANS 
THrovueH Leasine or OTHERWISE, AND THE CONDITIONS OF SUCH 
LEASING OR UsE 


On January 1, 1954, approximately 7,000 acres of the land held in 
trust for the Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians which could be 
used for farming, pasture, and residential purposes was set up as 
tribal units for rental purposes. These units were leased on a yearly 
basis (Tribal Resolution Cho-1-52, dated March 16, 1952). 

The following statistics are given concerning the availability and 
occupancy of these units for the calendar years 1954 through May 


1958: 

a cco nalinich chide diabio mcdsln catch dbaeaieemvahelataine 209 
Te 8 ss cscinsdp me midien tepend Ged kaciws diet amimidake 208 

a ins in ge cima icicaeniemlaboma nape betetiaiten dich an eaieeadacttares 208 
a inne ab ES 198 

OO i cr cinbinmseidateieainicn dpm msntenenanaube wsmianeone 210 
Se go ccs utidlien wut Reiminidh dasdemianiesonpetinecine 178 

cies sta mbilliaties tees dh pennininn enmwen ontaorwinuiw arcs 212 
I i acenieitaie assailed mite pa nom abinanallpick sa 2B 

ee SEs CE IRND BU e tt ete ein nk d da weednwnimnenwneenkoae 231 
I a i a as ws th cs cetacean th ccadues ewmstiotenanann ies 136 


The agriculture committee of the tribal council determines each year 
the amount to be charged for house and garden sites, tillable land and 
pastureland. New leases cannot be executed until prior year’s rent 
has been paid. If the occupant is delinquent in his rent, he is sent 
a monthly notice. If he is delinquent after the year for which the 
lease is executed, he is sent a 10-day notice to pay or vacate the premises. 
If no action is taken by lessee on 10-day notice, he is sent:a 30-day 
notice to vacate the premises. Failure to vacate the premises results 
in referring the claim to the United States attorney for proper action. 
To date 14 cases have been turned over to the United States attorney 
but no positive action has been taken by the Justice Department. 

There are 12,262 acres of timberlands. The tribe has a memoran- 
dum of understanding dated April 27, 1954, for a 5-year period with 
the Department of Agriculture (unnumbered resolution dated Decem- 
ber 23, 1952) to mark and select trees for sale to the highest bidder. 
The Agriculture Department is paid for this service b the tribe 
yearly. At the present time there have been 5 sales of timber as 
follows: 

Sale No. 1, April 29, 1955: Approximately 973 acres of mixed 
hardwood and southern pine for $46,000. 

Sale No. 2, January 10, 1956: Approximately 284 acres of pulp- 
wood for $4,350. 

Sale No. 3, October 26, 1956: Approximately 382 acres of mixed 
hardwood and southern pine for $28,520. 

Sale No. 4, October 21, 1957: Approximately 343 acres of mixed 
hardwood, southern pine and pulpwood for $22,314. 

Sale No. 5, October 21, 1957: Approximately 400 acres of pulp- 
wood for $6,055. 
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The tribe employs intermittent labor under the supervision of the 
Forest Service to go into the forest to carry out a timber-stand-im- 
provement program. This work is usually performed in the late fall 
and early spring and the number employed as day labor ranges from 
1 to 13. 

At the present time there are 3 oil and gas leases in effect, which are 
for a 10-year period, on 320 acres of land in Jones County, Miss. 

The tribe employs only one full-time employee, a clerk-stenographer, 
who is employed by contract on a yearly basis. Up to July 1, 1957, 
the tribe did not employ any full-time employees. The duties of this 
employee are not concerned with land transactions. 








| 


2. FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFFAIRS, 
Muskogee, Okla., July 7, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Murray: Pursuant to your recent request, received 
June 25, 1958, we are enclosing in duplicate a report on the “Disposi- 
tion and Acquisition of Indian Land in the Last 10 Years” for the Five 
Civilized Tribes of Oklahoma. 

Sincerely yours, 
Paut L. Fick1ncer, 
Area Director. 


Disposition AND ACQUISITION OF LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS FOR THE 
Five Crivinizep Trises, Juty 3, 1958 


PART I 


1. Acres in tribal ownership July 1, 1947, 10,353; acres in trust July 
1, 1947, 36,412; acres acquired in foe by tribes, 0. 

2. Acres of trust or restricted land in individual ownership July 1, 
1947, 1,366,797. 

3. The number of transactions, by which tribal or individually 
owned lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted 
fee title in the hands of owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates 
of competency consummated during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947. 
(See table attached. ) 

4, The number of acres disposed of or removed from Bureau super- 
vision during each fiscal year since July 1,1947. (See table attached.) 

5. Give the number of transactions each year in answer to No. 3 
above, broken down by type of transaction. (See table attached.) 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No.4. (See table attached.) 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1,1947% (Seetable attached.) 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1,1947% (See table attached.) 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. (See table attached. ) 
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10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. (All pur- 
chases of fee lands on attached table.) 

11. Number of acres in tribal ownership December 31, 1957, 6,894; 
acres held by the United States in trust, 35,359; acres acquired in fee 
by the tribe, 0. 

12. Acres of trust or restricted land in individual Indian ownership 
December 31, 1957, 928,634. 

13. Prior to allotment, the Five Civilized Tribes owned and occupied 
an area of 1914 million acres in what is now eastern Oklahoma. Fif- 
teen million seven hundred and ninety-four thousand acres of this land 
were allotted to 101,508 members of the Five Tribes including inter- 
married whites, adopted citizens, and freedmen. Most of the allot- 
ments were made in the period 1902 to 1910. The lands were not 
held “United States in trust for individuals” as were the lands allotted 
under the General Allotment Act; instead, deeds or patents, executed 
by the chief of the particular tribe were delivered to the individual 
allottee. Restrictions against alienation were provided for in such 
deeds, by reference to the specific act of Congress under which the land 
was allotted. 

Before the task of allotment was completed, various laws were passed 
providing for the removal of restrictions under certain conditions. 
The act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. 641), entitled “An act to ratify and 
confirm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of 
Indians, and for other purposes,” provides in section 16— 

All lands allotted to members of said tribes, except such land as set aside 

to each for a homestead as herein provided, shall be alienable after issue of 
patent as follows: one-fourth in acreage in 1 year, one-fourth in acreage in 3 
years and the balance in 5 years; in each case from date of patent. 
Here is an act, primarily concerned with the allotment of lands of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, also, providing for the alienation of 
certain parts of allotments with no action by or notice to the Secretary 
of the Interior. The legality of a conveyance during the period fom the 
passage of this act until the act of May 27, 1908, except for fullbloods, 
who were restricted after passage of the act of April 26, 1906, which 
restricted alienation of fullbloods, can be determined only by compar- 
ing date of the patent and the date of any instrument purporting to 
convey and the provisions of the above-cited act. Under this act cer- 
tain allotments usually considered restricted, could have been legally 
conveyed with no record of such conveyance with the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. 

Section 19 of the act of April 26, 1906 (34 Stat. 137), provides— 
that no fullblood Indian of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, or Seminole 
Tribes shall have power to alienate, sell, dispose of, or eneuwmber in any manner 
any of the lands allotted to him for a period of 25 years from and after the 
passage and approval of this act, unless such restrictions shall, prior to the 
expiration of said period, be removed by act of Congress. 

Section 22 of the same act provides “that the adult heirs of any de- 
ceased Indian of either of the Five Civilized Tribes * * * may sell 
and convey the lands inherited from such decedent. All conveyances 
made under this provision by heirs who are fullblood Indians are 
to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior.” By 
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the provisions of the above act, lands inherited by Indians of less than 
fullblood were unrestricted. 

“An act for the removal of restrictions from part of the lands of 
allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes and for,other purposes,” was the 
title of an act passed May-27, 1908 (35 Stat. 312), which set up a gen- 
eral scheme for alienation of lands of members of the Five Givi ized 
Tribes. Section 1 of this act removes the restrictions against aliena- 
tion from all lands except those lands allotted as homesteads to allot- 
tees of halfblood or more, and less than three-fourths, and both home- 
stead and surplus of lands allotted to individuals enrolled as three- 
fourths or more Indian blood. 

The restricted lands were to remain restricted until April 26, 1931, 
unless removed by the Secretary of the Interior. (These restrictions 
were extended for an additional period of 25 years by the act of May 
10, 1928.) Here in one broad act, restrictions were automatically 
removed from all but 37,000 of the more than 100,000 original allottees. 
Section 9 of this act provides— 

That the death of any allottee of the Five Civilized Tribes shall operate to re- 
move all restrictions upon the alienation of said allottee’s land: Provided, That 
no conveyance of any interest of any fullblood Indian heir in such land shall be 
valid unless approved by the court having jurisdiction of the settlement of the 
estate of said deceased allottee. 

Here for the first time, conveyance by heirs of certain degree of blood 
require approval of the courts and not the Secretary of the Interior. 
The pattern of disposal of inherited property established by this act 
has been followed except for some minor provisions in all subsequent 
legislation pertaining to the Five Civilized Tribes. One of those 
exceptions is contained in section 9 of the act of May 27, 1908, which 
states that the homesteads, of members of the Five Civilized Tribes of 
one-half or more Indian blood who die leaving issue surviving, born 
since March 4, 1906, shall remain inalienable unless restrictions are 
removed therefrom by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The act of June 14, 1918, provided another method by which land 
inherited by fullbloods could be conveyed or transferred by action of 
certain courts in Oklahoma. Section 2 of the act reads in part as 
follows: 

That the lands of fullblood members of any of the Five Civilized Tribes are 
hereby made subject to the law of the State of Oklahoma, providing for the 
partition of real estate. 

All restricted land of members of the Five Civilized Tribes was 
tax exempt until the passage of the act of May 24, 1928 (45 Stat. 
733), section 4 of which provides— 

That on and after April 26, 1931, the allotted, inherited, and devised restricted 
lands of each Indian of the Five Civilized Tribes in excess of one hundred and 
sixty acres shall be subject to taxation by the State of Oklahoma. * * * 

The Statutes of Limitation of the State of Oklahoma had been made 
applicable to restricted lands of members of the Five Civilized Tribes 
by section 2, of the act of April 12, 1926 (44 Stat. 239). The machina- 
tions of the above two acts provides another method whereby re- 
stricted lands may be sold without the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 


99 


The first proviso in section 1 of the act of January 27, 1933 (47 
Stat. 77), has been interpreted to mean, that, to be restricted, the 
“entire interest in any tract of restricted and tax-exempt land” ac- 
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quired by inheritance, devise, gift, or purchase with restricted funds, 
must: be acquired by Indians of one-half or moré Indian blood. If 
the entire interest is not acquired by such halfbloods or more than 
halfbloods, the land is unrestricted.. This proviso was effective until 
passage of the act of August 4, 1947. 

The act of August 4, 1947 (61 Stat. 732), provides that all restric- 
tions upon lands of members of the Five Civilized Tribes are removed 
upon death provided that any conveyance of any interest in such 
restricted land by an heir or devisee of one-half or more Indian blood 
requires Porn of the county court of the county in which the land 
1s situated. 

The act of August 11, 1955, extended the restrictions for the lives 
of the Inidan who own such lands subject to restriction on the date 
of that act. This act also states that “any Indian of the Five Civilized 
Tribes” may apply to the Secretary of the Interior for a removal 
of restrictions. If the Secretary disapproves or fails to approve or 
disapprove an application within a 90-day period, the Indian may 
apply to the county court in the county in which he or she resides for 
an order removing restrictions. (The regulations for activating this 
act have not been finally approved. ) 

For the past decade, the agency has been operating under the pro- 
vision of the act of August 4, 1947, pertaining to inherited lands. Any 
conveyance in restricted inherited land by an Indian of more than 
one-half blood, requires approval of the county court of the county in 
which the land is situated. Any interest inherited by a non-Indian or 
an Indian of less than one-half blood is entirely unrestricted and can 
be conveyed as any nonrestricted land. The heldens of any interest in 
such a tract of land may partition the lands in the proper courts. None 
of the parties involved in such a partition suit are required to furnish 
this office with a copy of the final decree in such suit. 

Removal of restrictions by this office have been accomplished under 
the acts of May 27, 1908, and May 10, 1928. The act of August 11, 
1955, which extended restrictions for the life of the present owner is 
also expected to provide the basis for any removal of restrictions in 
the future. 

This brief discussion of the various acts of Congress pertaining to 
removal of restrictions of lands owned by members of the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes is given to provide general background information rela- 
tive to the peculiar status of restrictions at this agency. Many persons 
who have provided invaluable service to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
for many years do not adequately understand the various laws affect- 
ing the Five Civilized Tribes. The acts referred to above are consid- 
ered to be most pertinent but contain many provisions or conditions 
which may affect a particular case and can only be fully understood 
by a thorough study of all the laws relating to the Five Civilized 
Tribes. 

13. (b) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

The conditions affecting each tract of land offered for sale are care- 
fully considered before offering and again at the time of accepting or 
rejecting bids received. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolution on 
this subject ? 
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For all intents and purposes, the Five Civilized Tribes were dis- 
solved by the act of April 26, 1906 (34 Stat. 137), are presently unor- 
ganized, and have no tribal councils as such. There is an intertribal 
council composed of representatives of the Five Tribes which has no 
legal authority but serves as an advisory organization. 

14. As outlined in No. 13 above, the heirship problem in the Five 
Civilized Tribes is different from other Indian tribes in the United 
States. Since the inception of the act of August 4, 1947, any interest 
in restricted lands inherited by persons of less than one-half Indian 
blood are unrestricted. Interest in such land acquired by Indians of 
one-half or more Indian blood can be conveyed only with the approval 
of the county court of the county in which the land is situated. Sur- 
face leases on such lands must be approved by the area director, while 
oil and gas leases are approved by the county court. 

To what extent does the heirship or multiple ownership problem 
affect the acquisition or disposal of Indian lands with particular 
reference to: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by tribes: The Five Civilized Tribes 
own no undivided interests in lands, except for a few tracts purchased 

yursuant to the act of June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1967) the title to which 
1s held by the United States in trust for such tribe. 

(6) Undivided interests owned by non-Indians: Non-Indian or 
Indians of less than one-half blood, own undivided interests in many 
of the tracts of land included in the 318,000 acres classed as heirship 
lands. Since the heirs of members of the Five Civilized Tribes are 
determined by the courts, this office cannot determine the restricted 
status of such lands until the heirs are determined and this office so 
advised. It is a common practice for an heir of more than one-half 
Indian blood to sell his interest or a part of his interest with the 
approval of the county court. The purchasers of such interest may 
then file partition proceedings in the proper district court, which may 
and often does, result in the entire interest passing from Indian owner- 
ship. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act: The Five Civilized Tribes of 
Oklahoma are not organized under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Surface lease of heirship land requires the approval of this 
office and some difficulty is experienced in reaching agreement between 
the heirs. 

(e) In the Five Civilized Tribes, heirship lands owned by minors 
or incompetents are handled by guardians appointed by the courts. 
The Five Civilized Tribes are not presently purchasing land. 


PART If—FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined by 
Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 
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None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners ? 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians. 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 

PART III—FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES 


1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of 
his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

No. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real estate activities. If the Bureau 
has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

No. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

None. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

There has been no tribal operation of real estate matters for 50 
years except for the small amount of unallotted land remaining. 
Such unallotted land remaining has not been sold in many cases be- 
cause of the lack of clear title to such lands by the tribes. The act 
of April 26, 1906, was entitled “An Act To Provide for the Final Dis- 
position of the Affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian 
Territory and for Other Purposes,” and had as its intent the disposal 
of property of the Five Civilized Tribes. The various acts passed 
since that time have had the same purpose or intent and have resulted 
in what amounts to a termination program for the Five Civilized 


Tribes. 
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3. QUAPAW AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpian AFrairs, 
Miami, Okla., June 6, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: We wish to acknowledge receipt of 
your letter dated April 17, 1958, with the enclosure of questionnaire on 
disposition and acquisition of Indian lands under this jurisdiction. 

We are returning your questionnaire on individually owned Indian 
land with the attachment of a questionnaire on the disposition and 
acquisition of individual idles Wasida in the past 10 years. 

The information that we are furnishing you is on six tribes of 
Indians in northeastern Oklahoma combined; namely, Quapaws, 
Senecas, Eastern Shawnees, Ottawas, Modocs, and Wyandottes. We 
trust that this is the information desired by you and assure you that 
we are happy to cooperate with you in this matter. 

Sincerely yours, 
K. E. Lame, 


Supervisory, Field Representative. 





QUAPAW 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsPosITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LAND 
IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART 1 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land : 

1. There were 1,693 acres of land under tribal ownership in 1947, 
all of which was in trust for the tribes. During the 10-year period, 
100 acres more land was acquired by the tribes. 

2. There were 29,877 acres of trust or restricted land in individual 
ownership as of July 1, 1947. 

. See chart. 
See chart. 
See chart. 
See chart. 
See chart. 
See chart. 

9. See chart. 

10. See chart. 

11. One thousand seven hundred and ninety-three acres were in 
tribal ownership on December 31, 1957. All of the tribal Jand is held 
in trust for the tribes. 
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12. There were 23,599 acres of trust or restricted land under indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

13. Termination acts for the Wyandotte, Peoria, and Ottawa Tribes 
were passed by the 84th Congress in. 1956. These termination acts 
were as follows: Public Law 887, approved August 1, 1956, for the 
Wyandotte Tribe; Public Law 921, approved August 2, 1956, for the 
Peoria Tribe; and Public Law 943, approved August 3, 1956, for the 
Ottawa Tribe. 

So far, very little has been done by the members of these tribes to 
take advantage of the terms of the acts to obtain a patent in fee or 
request the land to be sold. The restrictions on the land belonging 
to the members of the Peoria Tribe were not renewed in 1915, so there 
are no tribal or individual trust land owned by the members of this 
tribe. The Ottawas have disposed of most of their land, so the Wyan- 
dotte Tribe has the most land to come under the termination act. 

The tribal councils have not passed any resolutions pertaining to 
the disposition of trust or restricted land. 

14. Very few of the original allottees are living at this time, so the 
heirship or multiple-ownership problem is very much a problem at 
this jurisdiction. It is very difficult to obtain the signatures of the 
adult owners, when some of them want to sell or to make a long-term 
lease. Most of the time, it takes months to get a 5-year departmental 
agricultural lease completed, as it is necessary that the lease be mailed 
all over the United States to get signatures, and in most cases the 
owners are slow about signing the papers and returning them to the 
office so the signatures of others can be obtained. 

(a) The tribes do not have any undivided ownership problems. 

(6) There are many undivided interests owned by non-Indians, but 
in most cases, the non-Indians go along with the restricted interests 
and their share of income is usually paid direct to them by the lessee. 
These undivided interests of sou: Indiana often pose a problem when 
it comes to the sale of restricted property. Most people do not like 
to buy fractional interests, but when they do, they discount the value 
of the land, to compensate for the cost of having to acquire the land in 
fractional interests. 

(c) Undivided interests owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act are very few and they are not 
much of a problem in this area. 

(d) As a rule, most of the heirs to a tract of restricted land are 
agreeable, but we do have a few heirs who are not willing to cooperate. 

(e) We have not had any proposed sale of this category, but we do 
have several instances, where adult heirs are attempting to sell land 
but are unable to do so, on account of being unable to locate one or 
more of the heirs who, in most cases, only own a small fractional inter- 
est in the estate. This is particularly disturbing when a welfare case 
is involved. 

None of the tribes in this area have funds to make purchases of this 
kind. 

PART II—QUAPAW 


Since Indian-owned land is checkerboarded with non-Indian land, 
there are not any particular tracts of land that could be classified as 
key tracts. 

PART I1I—QUAPAW 

None of the tribes in this area have enough funds to pay an em- 

ployee, nor do they have funds to purchase additional land. 
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4. SEMINOLE AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or [npran AFFAIRS, 
Dania, Fla., Jume 10, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
The United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: In reply to your letter of April 17, 1958, 
a review of the land records maintained by this agency has been 
completed and the following report submitted. 

There are three reservations under the jurisdiction of the Seminole 
Agency: Big Cypress, Brighton, and Dania Reservations. All of the 
lands are held in trust for the Seminole Indians by the United States. 

The establishment of the Big Cypress Reservation began with the 
purchase of 1,280 acres of land from funds appropriated by the act of 
August 15, 1894 (28 Stat. 303), subsequent land purchases were made 
from appropriation for several years thereafter until 1899 and totaled 
23,061.72 acres. 

No additional lands were added to this reservation until 1936, when 
10,880 acres were purchased under the Indian reorganization land- 

urchase program. Since then exchanges were made between the 
state of Florida and Government-owned scattered lands in Collier 
and Hendry Counties. 

A purchase of 7,200 acres completed in September 1943 by the 
United States Indian Service brought the total land area for the 
Big Cypress Reservation to 42,663.03 acres, which was the total acre- 
age as of July 1, 1947. 

Brighton Reservation: The establishment of the Brighton Reser- 
vation began with the purchase of 27,086.10 acres of submarginal 
land in Florida under the National Industrial Recovery Act of June 
16, 1933 (48 Stat. 200), and subsequent acts, to be held , & the United 
States in trust for the Seminole Indians. 

In 1938 these lands were transferred by Executive Order No. 7868 
from the Secretary of Agriculture to the Secretary of the Interior for 
the use of the Seminole Indians. Additional lands totaling 8,708.93 
acres were purchased under authority of the Indian Reorganization 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), which total amounted to 35,795.03 
acres as of July 1, 1947. 

Dania Reservation: Under authority of Executive Order No. 1379 
dated June 28, 1911, certain tracts of land were set aside as a reserva- 
tion for the Seminole Indians in southern Florida (for acquisition, see 
Nash report, S. Doc. 314, 71st Cong., 3d sess.). This acquisition 
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involved a total of 360 acres. In addition isolated tracts of Govern- 
ment-owned lands were exchanged with the State of Florida under 
authority contained in Federal Act, June 14, 1935 (49 Stat. L. 339), and 
the act of May 31, 1935, passed by the State of Florida. Consumma- 
tion of this exchange was effected in the calendar year 1943 with the 
Dania Reservation consisting of approximately 475 acres. 

There has been no acquisition OF Yoatia since July 1, 1947, but since 
July 1, 1947, there have been two disposals, as indicated on the attached 
questionnaire. 

Wetrust this information will assist you in your studies. 

Respectfully yours, 


Vireo N. Harrineton, Superintendent. 


80451—58-——_33 
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VII. PHOENIX AREA OFFICE 
1. COLORADO RIVER AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or INDIAN AFFAIRs, 


Parker, Ariz., June 2, 1958. 
Hon. JAmMeEs E. Murray, 


United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator Murray: Receipt is acknowledged of your re- 


quest for data pertaining to the disposition and acquisition of Indian 
lands on reservations under the jurisdiction of this agency, dated 
April 17, 1958. 
Enclosed are reports covering the following reservations : 

1. Camp Verde 

2. Chemehuevi 

3. Cocopah 

4. Colorado River 

5. Fort Mohave 

6. Fort Yuma 

7. Havasupai 

8. Hualapai 

In addition to the attached reports covering lands in tribal and 
individual ownership your letter of April 17, requested information on 
Federal lands on each reservation which have been acquired from 
private owners since 1930. 

No Federal lands have been acquired on any of the reservations 
under the jurisdiction of this agency since 1930. 

As to the total number of tribal employees on each reservation con- 
cerned with lands transactions, I believe answers to questions 3 and 
8 on page 5 of the questionnaire cover the activities of the various 
tribes. None of the tribes on the reservations covered by the attached 
reports have carried on an active land program. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun C. Diszern, Superintendent. 
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494 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


A. CAMP VERDE RESERVATION (YAVAPAI-APACHE TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DisposIrIoN AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEars 


PART I 


1. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 
1, 194 

There were 498 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust? 

There were 498 acres. 

(°) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee? 

one. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
oe Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

one. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
“7 1, 1947? 

one. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
a during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957? 

one. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in ad to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

one. 

6. Give the acreage for each year which will be shown in answer 
ta. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

one. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

one. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957? 

There were 498 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust? 

There were 498 acres. 
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(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

None. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termi- 
nation acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

None. 

(b) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

None. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
this subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

None. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposition of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Not applicable. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien In- 
dians. 

Not applicable. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Not applicable. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

Not applicable. 

PART II—CAMP VERDE 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined by 
Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to be 
key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 


nn a tn hr ahaa A A NTI NE SRE 


salam tpn 


jena peli g Niele epson 
oS Tt gn Renter gr esate ee 
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PART ItI—CAMP VERDE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities? Explain fully. 


4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. 
5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

No. 


6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. If 
the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

No. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or simi- 
lar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of such 
organization. 

No. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

No. 


B. CHEMEHUEVI RESERVATION (CHEMEHUEVI TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE D1sposiITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 Yrars 


PART I 


1. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947? 

There were 28,223.87 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust ? 

There were 28,223.87 acres. 

(c) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None, 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

None. 

3. How many transactions by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of 
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competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957? 

None. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 3, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
“i 4, above, broken down by the type of transaetion. 

Vone. 


(Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. ) 
7. How many transactions by which tribal or individual Indian 


lands were ac cayenne were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No.8, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957? 

There were 28,223.87 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

There were 28,223.87 acres. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

None. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termina- 
tion acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

None. 

(6) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

None. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolution on 
this subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

The Chemehuevi Indians are not living on their own reservation 
but have relocated on the Colorado River Reservation. The Cheme- 
huevi Tribe are unorganized and do not have a recognized governing 
body. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Not iat since all lands in tribal ownership. 
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(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien Indians. 
See (a) above. 
(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 
See (a) above. 
(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 
See (a) above. 


PART II—CHEMEHUEVI 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts? 

one. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
“= key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners ? 

one. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians ? 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the 
effect that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining 
in Indian ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 

PART III—CHEMEHUEVI 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activi- 
ties? Explain fully. 

The Chemehuevi Tribe is unorganized and do not have a recognized 
governing body. 

4. Does the tribal organization have real-estate committee with au- 
thority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

See answer to No. 3, above. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

See answer to No. 3, above. 
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6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the aes has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

See answer to No. 3, above. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

See answer to No. 3, above. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

See answer to No. 3, above. 





C. COCOPAH RESERVATION (COCOPAH TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE Dispostrion AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


ie (2) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1 

There were 527.85 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust? 

There were 527.85 acres, 

( c) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
ws) Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

None. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 19472 

one. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
ase ida during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957? 

one. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under In- 
dian ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

one. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 
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9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. (2) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957? 

There were 527.85 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust 

There were 527.85 acres. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

None. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termina- 
tion acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

None. 

(6) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales ? 

None. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
this subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

No. The Cocopah Tribe are unorganized and do not have a 
recognized governing body. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facts of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Not applicable. 

(b) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien Indians. 

Not applicable. 

(ec) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Not applicable. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

Not applicable. 

PART II—COCOPAH 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 
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5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 


None. 
PART IlI—COCOPAH 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of 
his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activ- 
ities? Explain fully. 

No. The Cocopah Tribe are unorganized and do not have a recog- 
nized governing body. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

See answer to question 3, above. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

See answer to question 3, above. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

See answer to question 3, above. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

See answer to question 3, above. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

See answer to question 3, above. 


D. COLORADO RIVER RESERVATION (MOHAVE TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DispostTION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


1. (a2) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947 ? 

There were 255,936.87 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust? 

There were 255,936.87 acres. 
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{°) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee? 
one. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

There were 8,313.13 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 19472 

The following individually owned (allotted) lands were deeded to 
the tribe in exchange for land assignments: 





| Fiscal year 





1948 1949 1950 1951 1952 1953 1954 1955 


At the time the land-assignment program was put into effect on the 
Colorado River Reservation, individually owned (allotted) lands were 
deeded to the tribe in exchange for land assignments. This decreased 
individually owned (allotted) lands by 2,190.01 acres and increased 
tribal lands by a like number of acres. The total number of acres held 
in trust remained constant. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
= during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957? 

one. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See answer to No. 3 above. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to - 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

one. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957? 

There were 258,115.13 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

There were 258,115.13 acres. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 











INDIAN’ LAND. TRANSACTIONS 503 


None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 6,123.12 acres. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termina- 
tion acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.) 

None. 

(6) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales ? 

None. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
this? 

The attitude of the tribal council is opposed to the sale of any Indian 
lands, whether tribally held or individually held. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal] of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Heirship or multiple ownership problem has had no effect because 
there has been no active acquisition and disposal program affecting 
these lands. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien 
Indians. 

See (a) above. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

See (a) above. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

See (a) above. 

PART II—COLORADO RIVER 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ¢ 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to ? key tracts were determined 
by Bureaw officials not to be key tracts ¢ 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 
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PART IITI—COLORADO RIVER 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
eee the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of 

is work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activ- 
ities? Explain fully. 

Due to the title dispute over Colorado River Reservation lands 
beneficial ownership of said lands has not been determined ; therefore, 
the Colorado River Indian Tribes is without authority to administer 
reservation lands. The title dispute is expected to be resolved by a 
decision of the Indian Claims Commission or by legislation and until 
such time tribal lands will be administered by the BIA. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

Answer to No. 3 applies. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

nswer to No. 3 applies. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants, to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 

Answer to No. 3 applies. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

Answer to No. 3 applies. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

Due to the title dispute over reservation lands now pending as 
pointed out in question No. 3, above, the tribe is without authority 
to administer reservation lands. This controversy has existed since 
1955 and until settled through the Claims Commission or by legisla- 
tion the reservation lands will be administered by the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Before the title dispute over reservation lands arose, the tribal 
council administered the leasing of tribal lands. The responsibility 
remained with the Bureau of Indian Affairs. It has been our observa- 


tion that the tribe did not have an adequate, properly trained staff to 
satisfactorily conduct their leasing operations. It would be my 
recommendation in the future that the tribe not be authorized to 
handle their own leasing unless they employed a competent staff and 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs is relieved of the responsibilities for 
the tribe’s actions. 
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E. FORT MOHAVE RESERVATION (MOHAVE TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION oF INDIAN 
LANDs IN THE Last 10 YEaRs 


PART I 


1. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947 % 

There were 38,366 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust ? 

There were 38,366 acres. 

(¢c) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

None. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates 
of comapabeacy, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947 

None. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957 ? 

None. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

Questions'7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
at 

How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
tila were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Fiscal year 1948, 1; fiscal year 1949, 1; total, 2 

8. How many acres were so acquired hacaa each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

= iscal year 1948, 16.2 acres; fiscal year 1949, 0.46 acres; total, 16.66. 

. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
wb answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Two acquisitions. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

There were 16.2 acres acquired, fiscal year 1948; 0.46 acres acquired 
fiscal year 1949. 

11. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber ol, 19? 57? 

There were 38,382.66 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust? 
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There were 38,382.66 acres. 

{ c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

one. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
—— Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

one. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termi- 
— acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

one. 

{ b) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

Yone. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
this subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

The Fort Mohave Tribe have only recently been organized, a con- 
stitution and bylaws having been approved by the Under Secretary 
of the Interior on May 6, 1957. Due to the short time they have been 
organized this matter has not come up for consideration by this tribal 
council. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
pe with particular reference to the following facets of the prob- 

em: 
(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

None. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien In- 
dians. 
None. 
(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 
None. 
(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to 
use or disposal of lands. 
None. 
PART II—FORT MOHAVE 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to be 
a were sold to the tribe or individual owners? 

one. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in 
Indian ownership. 

None. 
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6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 


PART III--FORT MOHAVE 


1, Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

No. See answer to 13 (c). 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

No. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 
If : he Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

one. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or sim- 
ilar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of such 
organization. 

None. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

The Fort Mohave Tribe has so recently been organized (May 6, 
1957) that no request has been made to turn real-estate operations 
over to the tribe. Their budget is not sufficient to support such 
operations at the present time and tribal lands are undeveloped. 


F. FORT YUMA RESERVATION (QUECHAN TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 Yrars 


PART I 


1. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947 ? 

There were 475 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust? 

There were 475 acres. 
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(c) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947 ? 

There were 8,700 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957? 

None. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 3, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8, above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957? 

There were 475 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

There were 475 acres. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 8,700 acres. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

None. 

(6) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales ? 

None. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
this subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

None. 
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14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

No Indian lands have been sold in the past and no aetive aequisition 
and disposal program is being carried on at the:present time: 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien Indians. 

See 14 (a), above. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

See 14 (a), above. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

None. 

PART II—FORT YUMA 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined by 
Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the: tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss:the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remainimg in 
Indian ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 

PART [1I—FORT YUMA 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee: whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 


No. 
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5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

N 


0. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

None. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or sim- 
ilar organization? If so,.discuss the history and effectiveness of such 
organization. 

None. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

The tribe has not requested the right to handle their own real-estate 
operations. 


G. HAVASUPAI RESERVATION (HAVASUPAI TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DisposiTton AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 YEars 


PART I 


ne {2 How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
194 
There were 3,058 acres. 
() How many acres in trust ? 
here were 3,058 acres. 
{°) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee? 
one. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947 ¢ 

None. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
J uly 1, 1947? 

one. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
ee during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957 ? 

one. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in sabia to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

one. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 
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7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1, 19472 

one. 

9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in or to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

one. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
N a 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

one. 

11. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957? 

There were 3,058 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust? 

There were 3,058 acres. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

one. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 

vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ¢ 


None. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands —_—— 
= acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

one. 

( b) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

one. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 

— subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 
Vone. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the prob- 
lem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Not applicable. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien 
Indians. 

Not applicable. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Not applicable. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands 

Not applicable. 

PART II—HAVASUPAI 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that 
the tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts ? 
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None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts ¢ 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians ? 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in 
Indian ownership. 

None. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 

PART Il1I—HAVASUPAI 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
=) to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully, 


O. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

No 


6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 
If ~ ureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

lO. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

No. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
ero of Bureau and tribal operations. 

0. 
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H. HUALAPAI RESERVATION (HUALAPAI TRIBB) 


(QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsposITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEArs 


PART I 


1. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947? 

There were 991,680 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust? 

There were 991,680 acres. 

(c) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947? 

There were 650 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates 
of competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

4, How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiseal year since July 1, 1957? 

None. 

5, Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in aAswer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 


Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. (a2) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on De- 
cember 31, 1957? 

There were 991,680 acres. 

(6) How many acres held by the United States in trust? 
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There were 991,680 acres. 
{e) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

one. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 650 acres. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termi- 
~ acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

one. 

(6) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

None. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
= subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

one. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition an "disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the prob- 
lem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 
None owned. 
(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien In- 
dians. 
None as far as our 1 rewes records disclose. 
(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 
None as far as our records disclose presently. ‘ 
(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 
No difficulty. 


PART II—HUALAPAI 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe individual Indian owners, or the Bureau, have alleged were key 
tracts? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners ? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

None. 





















INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 515 


6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 

PART III—HUALAPAI 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. See question No. 7. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. 

8. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate ac- 
tivities? Explain fully. 

See answer to question No. 7. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

See answer to question No. 7. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

See answer to question No. 7. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

See answer to questi ion No. GG 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

The Hualapai Tribe under their amended constitution and bylaws, 
approved by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior on August 23, 
1955, have authority to grant or lease any portion of the reservation, or 
grant the right to the use of lands or other assets, or to grant or re- 
linquish water or mineral rights, or other natural or fiscal assets, or 
any other assets whatsoever of the Hualapai Reservation, provided 
that all other sales or exchanges of tribal lands shall be reserved to the 
sanction of the tribe. This tribe employs an attorney who advises 
them on land matters. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

The Hualapai Tribe have been operating under authority of their 
amended constitution only since August 1955. So far the effectiveness 
of the tribal operations has been satisfactory; however, we do not 
feel it has been in operation a sufficient length of time to make a full 
valuation of the effectiveness of tribal operation. 
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I, YAVAPAI RESERVATION (YAVAPAI TRIBE) 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE Disposrri0n AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDs IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


saee a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947 % 

There were 70 acres. 

(6) How many acres in trust ? 

There were 70 acres. 

(c) How many acres which tribe had acquired in fee ? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947 ? 

Seventy acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

4, How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1957? 

None. 

5. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

There was one. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

There were 1,327.47 acres. 

9. Give numbers of transactions for each year which will be shown 
in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

One acquisition, fiscal year 1956 by act of May 18, 1956 (70 Stat. 
157). 

10. Give the acres for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

There were 1,327.47 acres acquired fiscal year 1956. 

11. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31, 1957 ? 

There were 1,397.47 acres. 

(4) How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

There were 1,397.47 acres. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 
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None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

None. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termina- 
tion acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 

The act of May 18, 1956 (70 Stat. 157), transferred 1,327.47 acres, 
more or less, a part of the Fort bbe to Military Reservation, from 
the Veterans’ Administration to the Secretary of the Interior, for the 
Yavapai Indians. 

(6) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales ? 

None. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
this subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

None. 

14, Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Not applicable. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indian and alien Indians. 

Not Pe Ondh 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Not applicable. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

Not applicable. 

PART II,—YAVAPAI 


How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
eth, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts? 

None. 

How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tr ‘bes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 

be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners ? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to non-Indians 4 

If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in 
Indian ownership. 

None. 

Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None. 
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PART IITI-—YAVAPAI 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of 
his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate activi- 
ties? Explain fully. 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with 
mare. to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

o. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

No. 


6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Reed has disapproved such employment, explain aay 

No. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

No. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the difference 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 


No. 
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2. FORT APACHE AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFFairs, 
Whiteriver, Ariz., May 5, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: I attach a reply to your questionnaire on 
the disposition and acquisition of Indian lands within the last 10 
years. I trust that the attached information is adequate. 

Sincerely yours, 
Apert M. Haw ey, 
Superintendent. 


FORT APACHE 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsposITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 YeEars 


PART I 


1. Acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947: 1,656,698. Acres in 
trust: 1,656,698. Acres which the tribe acquired in fee: None. 

2. Acres of trust or restricted land in individual Indian ownership 
July 1, 1947: None. 


3. Transactions by which tribal or individually owned lands were 


disposed of since July 1, 1947: None. 


4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction since: 


July 1, 1947: None. 

5. See above. 

6. See above. 

7. Transactions by which tribal or individual Indian lands were 
acquired since July 1, 1947: None. 

8. Acres acquired (land not previously under Indian ownerslp) 
since July 1, 1947: None. 

9. See above. 

10. See above. 

11. Acres in tribal ownership on December 31, 1957: 1,656,698. 
Acres held by the United States in trust: 1,656,698. Acres which 
the tribe had acquired in fee: None. 

12. Acres of trust or restricted land in individual ownership on 
December 31, 1957: None. 

13. There have been no special acts of Congress affecting acquisition 
and disposition of Indian lenis on the Fort Apache Indian Reserva- 


tion. 
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14. The entire Fort Apache Indian Reservation is owned by the 
tribe and is held in trust by the United States. 


PART II—FORT APACHE 


1. There has been no sale of key tracts or other acreage to either 
Indians or non-Indians within the Fort Apache Indian Reservation. 
See above. 

See above. 
See above. 
See above. 
See above. 


> Or ym G9 bo 


PART IlI-——FORT APACHE 


1. The White Mountain Apache Tribe has no tribal real-estate 
employees at present. 

2. The Bureau has no real-estate position at present at the Fort 
Apache Agency. 

3. The tribe does not regularly employ a real-estate supervisor 
or consultant. 

4. The tribal council does not have a real-estate committee. 

5. The tribal council does not have a supervisory real-estate com- 
mittee. 

6. The tribal council retains a tribal attorney who acts as consultant 
to study such real estate activities such as mining leases. 

7. The White Mountain Apache Tribe has no tribal land enterprise 
or a similar organization. 

8. There has been little real-estate activity on the Fort Apache 
Indian Reservation other than some small mining leases and no 
special instructions have been received regarding real estate opera- 
tions, 

I have no basis to comment on the differences and effectiveness of 
Bureau and tribal operations as our real-estate activities have been 
rather limited. 


Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING 
OF UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 

ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS 





None 








3. HOPI AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Keams Canyon, Ariz., May 27,1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator Murray: This is in reply to your letter dated 
April 17, 1958, wherein you request information on historical and 
statistical data concerning all local Indian land transactions in recent 
years. : 

Replies to the questionnaire as applies to the Hopi Reservation, 
Ariz., follow in the same chronological order. 


PART I 


1. Tribal ownership: Grazing district No. 6, 631,194 acres. Hopi 
Executive Order of 1882,' 2,472,166 acres (includes district No. 6). 
Acres in trust: Sameasabove. Acres in fee: None. 

Zthrough 10. Negative. 

11. Same as item 1. 

12. None. 

13. There are no special acts of Congress which have affected the 
acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, as applies to the Hopi In- 
dians, and the cause and effect of sales is not applicable since none 
have been made. The Hopi Tribal Council has not passed or consid- 
ered any resolutions on this subject, with the exception as may be 
related to proposed legislation regarding the existing boundary dis- 
pus yaa the Hopi Executive Order Reservation. (5-692 and H. R. 
3789. 

14. Not applicable—no allotted lands. 


PART II 


Negative, no transactions of this particular nature have been made. 


PART IIT 


1. No tribal real estate employees, neither does the agency have a 
branch of realty. 
2 through 8. Negative. 


1The Hopi Executive Order Reservation of 1882 consists of 2,472,166 acres; however, 
now have exclusive jurisdiction over grazing district No. 6, 631,194 acres only. Remainder 
of Hopi Executive Order Reservation occupied by Navajos. Legislation now pending in 
the Congress that, if enacted into law, would establish a three-man court of Federal judges 
to adjudicate the lands. 5-692 passed the Senate, Ist sess., 85th Congress. Related 
bill H. R. 3789 now being considered by House Subcommittee on Indian Affairs. 
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The Hopi Tribe employs 4 persons, including the council chairman, 
and 3 policemen. 
In the event further information is desired, please so advise. 
Sincerely yours, 


| H. E. O’Harra, Superintendent, 





Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—-REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING 
OF UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS—None 








4. NEVADA AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFrrairs, 
Stewart, Nev., June 9, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator Murray: Enclosed in duplicate is a statistical report 
as requested by your office on April 17,1958. This report is in connec- 
tion with acquisition and disposal of Indian lands under the juris- 
diction of the Nevada Agency. 

Enclosed is a land status report used by this agency and contains 
much of the information requested as of April 17,1958. A State map 
is also enclosed showing the general locations of the reservations and 
colonies. We have public domain allotments scattered throughout 
the State. Under this agency, we have 11 organized reservations and 
colonies and 13 unorganized reservations and colonies. All purchased 
lands are being used by the tribe with the exception of the Hog John 
Ranch, which is being leased for range improvements. This ranch 

was purchased for the water rights attached to it. The water rights 
on this purchase property were » transferred to another ranch on the 
McDermitt Reservation. Generally, the purchase properties reflected 
on the summary land status compilation were acquired to supplement 
the Indian land base and provide a more economic unit of operation, 
or to provide a resource for landless Indians. Specifically the appro- 
priation and the budget justification recites the purpose of purchase 
proverty acquisition. 

There are 4 full time tribal employees in this jurisdiction, only 1 
of which is concerned with land transactions. A tribal clerk at the 
Duck Valley Reservation prepares and processes tribal land assign- 
ments to tribal members. 

In July of 1947 there were 1,252,973.10 acres of tribal land in trust 
status. There is no tribal fee land. As of December 31, 1957, this 
acreage was adjusted to 1,259,855.80 acres through the followi ing 
transactions: 

Transaction : Acreage 
Sold to the tribe in trust by Summitt Lake allottes in 1949. This 
program is 95 percent complete 535. 18 
Relinquished to the tribe by South Fork allottees in 1951, Suaake. 2, 580. 0 
Relinquished to the tribe by Fort McDermitt allottees in 1949, 
NI NR Osc clic sasch satan didi annie nleninsasiinadaetiniacsiiiadasiaiate 8, 767. 52 
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In July of 1947 there were 88,573.28 acres of restricted land in indi- 
vidual ownership. On December 31, 1957, this acreage was reduced 
to 80,409.68 by the following transactions: 


Acres 
ewe. Ch ~RABOR -C Cis cr cralicccinicednatnerdnsitesininhiaicnhiieditiilimabaeiel, Rectaed te ahiaiahell 535. 18 
TTD BO. TIO BOOT Gia ciple pein cde sh behead 2, 580. 0 
Sane Ae tribal Qbove..6. 5. chin icin bee ee edna de ledtabe 3, 767. 52 
TIO aah sak cit ict eects wc ecetch ee thteite rds antes weaned 1, 160. 90 
Reatrietiens : Teinoved. ek eee ee 120. 0 


Sales to non-Indians have been negligible. Fallon and Walker 
River Reservations (both allotted) have asked the Secretary of Inte- 
rior not to approve the sale of trust lands to non-Indians. Each year 
the Appropriation Act has stipulated that no part of these funds shall 
be used for the acquisition of lands or water rights within the State of 
Nevada either inside or outside the boundaries of existing reserva- 
tions. 

The answers to questions under part II of the questionnaire are all 
in the negative. The answers to itis questions under part IIT of the 
questionnaire are all in the negative, except No. 1 which has been 
answered above. Under question No. 7, the Washoe Tribe has a land 
leasing enterprise set up in conformity with their constitution. This 
enterprise distributes the proceeds from a grazing lease rental to 
allottees and living heirs. 

Sincerely yours, 
Burton Lapp, Superintendent. 
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5. PAPAGO AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpIAN AFrrarrs, 
Phoenia, Ariz., May 15, 1958. 
Hon. JAmes E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Murray: In reply to your letter of April 17, 
there are enclosed in duplicate replies to your questionnaire on the 
disposition and acquisition of Indian lands in the last 10 years for the 
Papago Agency, which covers San Xavier, Papago, and Gila Bend 
Indian Reservations, Ariz. 

Sincerely yours, 
F. M. Haverianp, 
Area Director. 





PAPAGO 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DiIsposITrION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. As of July 1, 1947, land in tribal ownership, 2,810,447 acres. All 
in trust status. Acquired in fee by tribe, 1,012 acres (patented mining 
claims purchased for delinquent taxes). 

2. As of July 1, 1947, trust land in individual ownership, 41,508 
acres. 

ee No tribal or individually owned lands disposed of since July 1, 
1947. 

4, See answer to No. 3. 

5. None. 

6. None. 

Questions 7 to 10 inapplicable. 

11. As of December 31, 1957, land in tribal ownership, 2,810,447 
acres. Allin trust status. Acquired in fee by tribe, 1,012 acres. 

12. As of December 31, 1957, trust land in individual ownership 
status, 41,508 acres. 

13. As far as known, there are no special congressional acts for 
disposition or acquisition of lands as it pertains to the Papago reserva- 
tions. 

14. There are no problems in regard to multiple ownership, as there 
is no land disposal or acquisition program at the present time. 
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(a) Undivided interest owned by tribe: None. There will be? or 3 
in the near future. ; 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians: 
There are no non-Indian landowners, and only minor shares, if any, 
are held by alien Indians. : 
Z (¢) Undivided interest owned by minors: Very little, as far as is 

nown. 

(dz). No difficulties encountered in securing agreement of heirs in 
the use of the lands. 

(e) The Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands has not been in- 
voked as it has been in the past 9 months that multiple ownership has 
entered into the picture on land transactions. At the present time, 
multiple ownership is not a serious problem. No program has been in- 
stituted either by the Government or the tribe for the acquisition of 
heirship lands. It is believed that the tribe would be in favor of 
acquiring such lands. 

PART II—PAPAGO 


Information regarding key tracts of land: 

1. No key tracts of land have been sold. 

2. None. 

3. None. 

4, None. 

5. Not applicable. 

6. None. 

Nore.—The Papago Indian Reservation, since its establishment 
February 1, 1917, has been open to mineral entry up to May 27, 1955, 
excepting the period October 28, 1932, to June 18, 1934. Up to 1947, 
there were 202 mining claims patented for a total of 3,806 acres. The 
Papago Tribe has about 51 of these patented claims totaling 1,012 
acres for delinquent taxes. There were approximately 14,000 mining 
claims filed within the boundaries of the reservation, and it is con- 
ceivable that additional claims may be patented. Notice was received 
by this agency that papers were filed for patents on two mining claims 
within the past 3 months. There is a Bureau of Land Management 
survey team now on the reservation to investigate all mining claims 
and invalidate as many of them as possible. 


PART III 





PAPAGO 


Extent the tribe has assumed responsibility for real-estate activities : 

1. No tribal employee is engaged in realty work. 

2. No agency realty personnel is paid by the tribe. 

3. The Association of Papago Affairs, a nonprofit organization 
acting as economic advisory committee to the tribe, recently hired an 
administrative assistant to work with the tribal chairman and also en- 
hance the economic condition of the tribe. Part of the person’s duties 
will delve in realty matters in conjunction with the agency staff; how- 
ever, the individual is a professional man and not conversant with 
realty functions. The tribe does not pay the salary of the adminis- 
trative assistant. 

4. The tribe does not have a committee to approve tribal real-estate 
activities, 
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5. The tribe does not have a real-estate committee, although the set- 
ting up of such a committee was recommended informally by the 
realty staff of the agency. 

6. The tribe has not employed private consultants to study real- 
estate activities, nor does the tribe have the finances to do so. The 
Bureau has no objection to such:employment. It is the hope of this 
agency that some real-estate activity can be instituted which will bring 
in sufficient income to enable the tribe to employ private consultants. 

7. The tribe does not have a tribal land enterprise, as leasing activi- 
ties to date do not warrant the setting up of such an organization. 

8. The tribal and individually owned lands being in trust status, 
realty matters have been handled entirely by the agency staff in accord- 
ance with title 25 of Code of Federal Regulations. However, it is cus- 


tomary to get the approval of tribal organizations or landowners 
before processing realty documents, 


ACQUISITION OF FEDERAL LANDS SINCE 1930 


Two tracts of land totaling approximately 53,440 acres were pur- 
chased and added to the Papago Indian Reservation by the act of 
July 28, 1937 (Public No. 217), at the appraised value of $40,061.87. 
The purpose was to acquire privately owned lands within the reserva- 
tion. The purchased land is not under lease and is used primarily for 
grazing of livestock, the same as other areas on the reservation. 


Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING 
OF UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS—None 





6. PIMA AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inprian AFFAIRS, 
Sacaton, Ariz., June 13, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
hairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Murray: This is in response to your letter of April 
17 in which you requested information in regard to the disposition 
and acquisition of Indian lands in the last 10 years. 

Three reservations under the jurisdiction of this agency are organ- 
ized under the act of June 18, 1934, as amended. The questions posed 
in your questionnaire are answered by part and corresponding number 
by reservation for clarification purposes and enclosed herewith in 
duplicate. 

Sincerely yours, 
Minton J. Notan, Superintendent. 


A. Gira River Prwa Maricopa Inpran ReEservaTIon— 
QUESTIONNAIRE AND RESPONSE 


PART I 


1, There were 272,841.68 acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947. 
~ acreage was in trust status. The tribe did not acquire any land 
in fee. 

2. There were 97,586.71 acres of trust or restricted land in individual 
Indian ownership on July 1, 1947. 

3 through 6. Are shown on the data forms. 

7 through 10. No transactions or involving land not previously 
under Indian ownership. 

11. There were 272,863.62 acres in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957. All acreage is held in trust. No acreage acquired by the 
tribe in fee. 

12. There were 97,564.77 acres of trust or restricted land in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

13. Sales on this reservation have not presented a problem due to 
the limited request by individual landowners. The tribal council has 
verbally expressed a desire to purchase lands from individuals to 
maintain reservation lands in a trust status under control of Indian 
ownership. A lack of tribal funds will present a problem for the 
tribe in purchasing lands. 

14. (a) Tribal-owned undivided interest has presented a problem 
for individuals desiring to consolidate their interests. The constitu- 
tion and bylaws prohibits the disposal of community land. 
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(6) Noproblem exists. 

(e) No problem exists. 

(2d) The number of heirs are often so numerous that complete agree- 
ment as to land use, consolidation of interest, or disposal of lands 
cannot be consummated. 

(e) Limited use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands. In such cases the sale has been for the use and benefit 
of the community. Examples of such sales have been to acquire irri- 
gation well sites to serve collectively individual and tribal lands. 


PART II-—GILA RIVER 


No transactions have been consummated that come within the scope 
of this part. 

PART III—GILA RIVER 
None, 
one. 
one. 

4, No. 

5. The tribal council has a lease committee which investigates all 
real-estate activities and makes recommendations to the council regard- 
ing the actions and disposition of real-estate activities. 

6. No. 

7. No. 

8. No. 


1. 
2. 
3. 


ZAZA 


B. Sattr River Powa Maricopa Inpian Reservation— 
QUESTIONNAIRE AND RESPONSE 


PART I 


1, There were 21,398.00 acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947. 
All acreage in trust status. Tribe did not acquire any acreage in fee, 

2. There were 25,201.64 acres of trust or restricted land in individual 
Indian ownership on July 1, 1947. 

3 through 6. Are shown on the data form. 

7 through 10. No transactions on this reservation involving land 
not previously under Indian ownership. 

11. There were 21,398.28 acres in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957. Allacreage held in trust. None acquired in fee. 

12. There were 25,201.36 acres of trust or restricted land in indi-. 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

13. Sales on this reservation have not presented a problem due to the 
limited request by individual landowners. The tribal council has 
verbally expressed to purchase land from individuals to maintain 
reservation land in trust status under control of Indian ownership. 
S te of tribal funds will present a problem for the tribe in purchasing 
and. 

14. (a) Tribal-owned undivided interest will present a problem for 
individuals desiring to consolidate their interests. The constitution 
and bylaws prohibit the disposal of community land. 
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(6) No problem. 

°) No problem. 

) The number of heirs are often so numerous that complete agree- 
ment as to land use, consolidation of interest, or disposal of land cannot 
be consummated. 

(e) Limited use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands. In such cases the sale has been for the use and benefit 
of the community. Examples of such sales have been to acquire irri- 
gation well sites to serve collectively individual and tribal lands. 


PART II—SALT RIVER 


No transactions have been consummated that come within the scope 
of this part. 

PART III—SALT RIVER 

1. None. 

2. None. 

3. None. 

4. No. 

5. The tribal council has a lease committee which investigates all 
real-estate activities and makes recommendations to the council re- 
garding the action and disposition of real-estate activities, 

6. No. 

7. No. 

8. No. 





C. Forr McDowett Mowave Apacue REseRVATION—QUESTIONNAIRE 
AND RESPONSE 


PART I 


1. There were 24,680 acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947. All 
acreage was in a trust status. The tribe did not acquire any land in 
fee. 

2 through 14. No transactions of land have been consummated on 
this reservation. The lands of the reservation are in tribal status. 


PART II 


No transactions have been consummated that come within the scope 
of this part. 
PART II 

. None. 

None. 

None. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 

No. 
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7. SAN CARLOS AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
San Carlos, Ariz., June 10, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 
Dear Senator Murray: This is in answer to your letter of April 
17, 1958, regarding the disposition and acquisition of Indian lands. 
There have been no dispositions or acquisitions of land within the 
jurisdiction of San Carlos Agency within the period July 1, 1947, 
to June 30, 1957. All land within the San Carlos Reservation is in 
tribal trust status. There are, however, public-domain trust allot- 
ments to members of the tribe in the vicinity of Winkelman, Ariz., 
some miles from San Carlos. No Federal land on this reservation 
has been acquired since 1930. The allotments are under lease, but 
there is no non-Indian use of the tribal lands except by traders, 
miners, and missionaries. 
To answer the specific questions: 


PART I-—SAN CARLOS 


1. No land was in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947. Nine hundred 
and sixty acres were in trust. The tribe had acquired no land in fee. 

2. There were 960 acres of trust land in individual Indian owner- 
ship on July 1, 1947. 

3. There have been no transactions disposing of tribal or individ- 
ually owned lands since July 1, 1947. 

4. No acres have been removed from Bureau jurisdiction since July 
1, 1947. 

5. There were no transactions applying to answer No. 3. 

6. There were no transactions applying to answer No. 4. 

7. There have been no transactions by which tribal or individually 
owned land was acquired since July 1, 1947. 

8. No land has been acquired since July 1, 1947. 

9. There were no transactions applying to answer No. 7. 

10. There was no acreage applying to answer No. 8. 

11. No land was in tribal ownership on December 31, 1957. Nine 
hundred and sixty acres were in trust. The tribe had acquired no 
land in fee. 

12. There were 960 acres of trust land in individual Indian owner- 
ship on December 31, 1957. 

13. There have been no special acts of Congress which have affected 
the acquisition or disposal of San Carlos Apache lands. The tribal 
council has passed or considered no resolutions on this subject. 


546 





| 
| 
| 
| 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 547 


14. The heirship, or multiple-ownership problem has not affected 
the acquisition or disposal of San Carlos Apache lands, since no such 
action has been contemplated. In the eight allotments, there is no 
tribal interest, no non-Indian and no alien Indian interest. The in- 
terests of minors have been no problem. There has been no difficulty 
in reaching an agreement among the heirs to lease their lands. No 
use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands, 
and the purchase of such lands by the tribe has not been considered. 


PART II-—-SAN CARLOS 


No key tracts have been sold since July 1, 1953, and no key tracts 
have been acquired. 
PART IlI—SAN CARLOS 


The San Carlos Apache Tribe, by amending its constitution and 
corporate charter, has assumed full responsibility for the only type 
of real-estate activities that there has been: leasing for periods not 
exceeding 10 years. Leases for longer periods are still subject to 
Government approval. There are no tribal real-estate employees, 
agency real-estate employees, real-estate committees, or land enter- 
prises. The tribal attorney draws up leases and advises the tribal 
council regarding them, as does the superintendent. 

It is believed that the above information covers our local real- 
estate situation completely; but if any clarification is desired, we will 
be happy to supply it. 

Sincerely yours, 
Tuomas H. Donan, Superintendent. 








8. UINTAH AND OURAY AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpian AFFAIRs, 
Fort Duchesne, Utah, June 12, 1958. 
Hon. JAmMes E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: Pursuant to your request of April 17, 1958, 
I am pleased to submit, in duplicate, the following report. Data 
submitted is compiled in a manner interpreted from your question- 
naire and entries reflected as shown from available existing records. 

For example, reply marked “Exhibit I” is a summary listing of 
land acquired by the tribe from private owners since 1930. Reference 
files preceding the transactions are available locally, but in most 
instances the conveyance documents for exact reference are in the 
central office, Washington, D. C. Likewise, information as to source 
of funds used, whether IRA or tribal, was handled by the central 
office. In many instances, land exchanged only was the consideration 
in acquisition. 

Also, exhibits IT, III, and IV are tabulations in response to your 
questionnaire in three parts, limited strictly to what we term indi- 
vidually allotted land. 

It is gathered, nonetheless, that your primary concern is the dis- 
position of trust-restricted lands, to what extent depleted, and approxi- 
mate base held as of December 31, 1957, as compared to July 1, 1947. 
Allotments were made in 1897, 1902, and 1905 at this reservation. The 
records reveal as of December 31, 1957, that the status, limited again 
to individually owned, allotted land, is as follows: 





Individually owned : Acres 
Uintah and Whiteriver allotments___.._......________ 20, 801. 19 
Teper CrememneNO Re ee LS Cc 44, 408. 03 
——_—————_ 65, 209. 22 
Now tribally owned : 
Uintah and Whiteriver allotments__........_______~_ 3, 889. 04 
ee ee ae 8, 680. 51 
————_ 12, 569. 55 
I Ars, 2s5 iis oth SR den nnn non 77, 778. 77 
Now fee patented : 
Uintah and Whiteriver allotments___.__.____________ 11, 417. 08 


Uncompahgre allotments___.._.....__._____- beeen 14, 697. 05 
amonmeene $8 1246, 28 

Members of the tribe are given preference to leasing tribal land 
prior to advertising to the public generally, if not utilized themselves. 
The tribe operates an agricultural enterprise consisting of approxi- 
mately 1,200 acres in the growing of feed for winter use for sale to 


548 

















INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 549 


members or associations formed by members. All proceeds from 
leasing, and other sources of revenue, are paid locally for deposit into 
the treasury for credit to the respective tribal groups. Assignments 
of land are also made to members of the tribe for their exclusive 
use without rental except obligated to pay the irrigation operation 
and maintenance assessment charges and maintain the premises. 

Eighty-five employees are presently engaged by the tribe, many of 
whom participate in land transactions in one capacity or another, as 
indicated in an answer to an item of your questionnaire. Personnel 
are engaged in the management of the 1,200-acre enterprise. Thirty- 
one are employed full time on an annual basis; balance are seasonal. 

Sincerely yours, 
Darrett Fiemine, Superintendent. 


Exureitr I 


Land acquired by this tribe from private owners since 1930 


UINTAH AND OURAY 














Grantor Date | Acres Considera- 
tion 
OE, Ee an cawedondeant ; ccdancoduadancul a iG Mires ouireeal | 8,941.51 | $77,821.00 
| 
Brown Livestock Co........-------------- ---s---+--| Oct. 18, 1986 (order)...| 5,873.15 |{ ‘fl AAP #0 
es ‘ ; peak Len anaemia aaa ee 43.047. 40 
Thorne Ranch (including grazing rights under Taylor | Aug. 4, 1948__.._..._.- | 278. 29 25, 000. 00 
Grazing Act). | 
Clarence Burton..............---- aie imi wc calc wasp save wah SEAN sinc ci coms lls cecilia nec 
Charles Brown. - --- 2 le ok TicCh a. bhban sddenhonaac.t eee Eb eiesssuaenan 160. 00 2, 600. 00 
pe OO ae eee ae yk ) Reeeiige 40. 00 3 1, 669. 72 
: , \f 1 27, 788. 84 
we, its 8 rs ads ee ee | 638. 21 K EE 
MNS once newinde rece salenee colon. Le ee haber ee Sessa 30, 993. 89 
| } 
| 
AE Fi ccc cb sp ininvbaes ciacsdabtcnsdncacasknes July &, 1080............ | 160. 04 i{ *Teenes 
, Se sate tips il Lstiepnidon eitigiasidle tion in aipetiegl cenaaaleemecann 5, 100. 00 
Sarah B. Pumphrey..........-. iii ikihneelibliile’ WR Lae acc ae szi.40 { 3 7450.00 
ee cee ae eee field aide er nbcneegaen ion Ses Sette | 4,330.00 
eB a a en as 
a a i ‘ a 
PR IE Fy he ia caeindtccheceegusnrnseascnceuce 
NN a ed Sa s hiecnoaembieas 
Win Bi I ais cactiscrmecntnntincincctennonan 
OO us cacsciiniaeaencnannineovndinnennendeaadan saan 
CO Sc. nictinstinngineniniepmndiomiaa re 
Willis Stevens.............. nidiraishain adcaramibcsliveiloiiicdaaiaeae | 
EE MIN 0 divnthvnadacipets einevacendentinasseiincn | 
Vernon Erickson ............--..-- iia cporeniangelan aaa peinniedy 





See footnotes at end of table. 
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Exursit I—Continued 


Land acquired by the tribe from private owners since 1930—Continued 


UINTAH AND OURAY—Continued 























Grantor Date Acres Considera- 
tion 
Dirt BE WERE ci hd sbi iio ide ddd casdblodat BONG 1. LLL. A 640. 02 $4, 720. 00 
I I a eats iaceeiaia Deedee te aamartaneeaeminaial —— EEE 440. 41 9, 980. 00 
BE SE cousckiesnsatneadesocansdbenedmnendiantay Bice dbknncuwbawas 680. 00 4, 990. 00 
We Pe I, ai 6 6 the bins hig de thant June 15, 1959......... 159. 91 800. 00 
I I nc Ilse enti Riad beenkulbiedeiemheee Dec. 18, 1937....--.-- 400. 34 2, 301. 95 
Louise Dalrumple---........-.........-..- shdsbit Lees Dec. 6, 1987...-......- 638. 05 3, 381. 66 
aa ia nen cnnngsedadeeiaubbeasis BOG. Fy See oc cmeeeen 640. 00 | 3, 392. 00 
ON OS SS FE ee G0. G, Betas teatence | 640. 00 | 3, 520. 00 
ON iil iain ncetdihdcniviindotmociobsibided CNG C, IEDR ccccabeies | 640. 00 | 3, 500. 00 
SE EL Rint buddencdccadanneaccaccncdccssesue Dsiarta ne uideemilnen | 200. 00 | 500. 00 
| OO ee RS ee ee ae Il aa ita 321. 00 | 2, 200. 00 
IN 0 oon onciectaica neg neinaacndabiradie: dane Cr  cceciiiens eisleiiialioasicse 40.00 | 1, 980. 00 
SIDA. cnmutiin ta bitin ddibanbastinis divin ath A © Seb batitichatsinls 60. 00 1, 700. 00 
Te ctiengsacneseweeeeemnesroreeene>narannnier lincetediiediintnce 20. 00 | 400. 00 
BS GE WON ah 6 hdd cl ccbcesbecetags laden bndunseds p. Pe REN | 320. 00 4, 800. 00 
SE teiiciidhiepeitinitbabearanaesoannanapeset Si iinetinaithinnSatiieiiitap 25.00 | 500. 00 
SD did wbdiiddaddecdewbedcvio ap aditeliandaaGass REISS cialescenen 135. 00 2, 700. 00 
Exchange: 
ee aera sre re a ee aahs er ieerapiananeneaasnaanen Se... 
I ee dot adieewshoonckboudncsuanban BUII ED Banke aceehwee 
Ray D. Broadhead. ...........-...-.- a ag ae a SIR OO .. cncevense se 
BRED IN, WO ERIE So. cdicccnaccncscce dein aka cdaia kath SATS i disbatdletdnwcite | GG ica scscanene 
Cath OO EN a oa sais ik Cnaoncaa ee githine Meebo septinmmndséseedas 00:48} cxetancee 
en anne ee on cadnlecnsanaemupinaasgaantial ak re 
a a aE a oe en ee oe kc aabonnenee | 00 ONE aadisa ne 
SE dk codensnvcktpepnasnncniynetne eT 160. 00 |....-. 
I oe fae ol aS cad aclid da nennnsdbocubboan delle ehanaebbane ie 4 eee epee 
I lc i eee ens OY a 
E+ Tene sdgetotkg sckauhgerdothine4nonssghubasnnestem aa 40. 00 lcoremahe - 
na gon) Sree DEAS Beet Aenea | 14,781.10 | 840, 494. 84 
Lyle L. Young (exchange): | 
Tribe received.............-.. a ae ee Se ee ae aineuel 80. 00 6 400. 00 
TES RR PEE ee ee: Et eer ootenes Facoaeane 40. 00 | 6 370. 00 
Clara and Sarah Winslow-.....----- Si he Peek ol | 1952. -senetucs 492. 04 17, 215. 00 
RE RED GAREUED | x noc ese cnncncccnesceccheceesn | Dec. 29, cocoa | 678. 20 | 3, 782. 20 
I eee oe. ecobuemesnbewenennnns i, ‘ar erasettse 160. 00 7 7, 000. 00 
WER dich cethy -ddbtibe sav nedadctaeaktasepankacs PART RTE ES OE ES 46, 141. 14 | 379, 082. 14 
i 
1 Land. 
? Improvements. 
§ Equal value. 
4 Land; for 160 acres only. 
5 See the following: 
14,781.10 tribal acres traded: 
a on ill cn ct nln ctidacil Ki ieaneia banat eduideinials caiaaldiniasabamdantarniaaa in aciaiedetaieaieaddie $25, 673. 49 
BS oa os eu lan neue eenenandnkhaeanasimageguunmbdeabmaninn 14, 821. 35 


Above value exchanged for 13,498.28 acres. 
6 Appraisal. 
? Exchange value. 


PG... Meals Ath dhba waders eRe Ebccnbceitecmdehsudaeseceeinbeapetwegeccossens 640K 


84 
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{Exhibit IT) 
UINTAH AND OURAY 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


1. (a) There were 2,209.04 acres previously allotted land. 

(6) A total of 983,010.81 includes land not previously allotted. 
Records reveal first annual report requiring total tribal acreage under 
jurisdiction was requested by central office in 1954 showing a total of 
983,010.83 acres. 

(c) None acquired in fee. 

2. There were 79,055.83 acres. 

3. Included in tabulation, exhibit V. 

4. Included in tabulation, exhibit V. Tribe without authority to 
sell, except as noted in answer to item 13. Disposition is in exchanges 
only. 

5. Included in tabulation, exhibit V. 

6. Included in tabulation, exhibit V. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. Listed separately in reply to second perngrepe of your cover letter 
to questionnaire as to acquisitions since 1930 from private owners. 
(See exhibit I.) 

8. Included in answers to No. 7. 

9. Included in answers to No. 7. 

10. Included in answers to No. 7. 

11. (a) There were 12,569.55 acres previously allotted only. 

(6) Annual report June 30, 1957, shows 979,559.61 acres in trust for 
tribe. 

(c) None acquired in fee. 

12. There were 65,209.21 acres. 

13. (a) Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), Indian Reorganization 
Act, authorized acquisitions in trust and is being and has been exercised 
since enactment. Act of May 14, 1948 (62 Stat. 236), authorizes the 
disposition of allotted trust land, and is the citation presently utilized. 
Act of March 16, 1950 (64 Stat. 19), authorized the tribe to dispose of 
townsites (Duchesne-Myton-Randlett). Exercised very limitedly to 
date. Act of August 27, 1954 (68 Stat. 868), Public Law 671, special 
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legislation permitting the withdrawal of Federal supervision of mixed- 

blood sembins of the Ute Tribe who are capable of managing their 

own affairs. Will entail approximately 400,000 acres of land. 

Twenty-seven thousand acres of tribal land authorized for sale now in 
rocess of sale. 

(6) None. Individuals only beginning to make applications past 
year or two. 

(c) No resolutions passed by council to date; however, it did au- 
thorize attorney to object to sales by letter. Agency, in response 
thereto, established a review board consisting of bureau of land opera- 
tions, credit, welfare, and realty divisions, with tribal representatives 
to consider, recommend, or object prior to approval of applications to 
sell trust property. No authority exists to dispose of tribal land, 
except as noted in 13 (a) above, except by exchange under the act of 
June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984). 

14. (a) Tribe to date has limited undivided equities in allotted 
land. Acquires total tract, generally. If ever exercised wholesale, 
could stymie subsequent sale of balance of tract, as they are without 
authority to convey except by exchange. 

(6) Have no jurisdiction in disposition of nonmembers’ equity ; 
does tend to complicate sale, since Bureau can only approve equity 
held in trust. Alien Indians’ equity no problem, except expense and 
element of time involved in handling. 

(c) Use “order transferring inherited interests” when sales are to 
members or to tribe. Procure court-appointed guardians otherwise. 
Problem is generally minors (multiple) not living together, so that 
equity could be utilized as a group, and disposition is recommended. 

(d) Expensive for lessees acquiring signatures as well as time re- 
quired; correspondence in case of absentees. Recommend approval 
be granted on consent of majority-interest holders as is permitted in 
rights-of-way easement applications. 

(e) (1) Secretary’s authority, act of 1910, to dispose of heirship 
trust land when owners have died intestate and left minor or incom- 
petent. heirs has never been exercised at this agency. No action gen- 
erally taken until voluntary applications to sell are received by agency. 

(2) The Ute Tribe does not need encouragement to acquire :.llotted 
land at this agency when applications are received authorizing dis- 
position. They are conscious of the end result of allotted land being 
taken from Indian ownership, and provide funds in their annual 
budget to participate in the acquisition thereof. The Ute Tribe is 
financially able to participate on a limited scale in the acquisition of 
real property. The Ute Tribe has been permitted to take title of the 
sale of allotted restricted landholdings in instances where applicants 
have granted an option to the tribe to meet the highest bid when ad- 
vertised, in direct sales by negotiation, and through competition when 
they are actually the highest bidder. They will be given an addi- 
tional opportunity in the Commissioner of Indian Affairs’ latest news 
release and policy dated May 15, 1958, wherein public auctions shall 
be held after land is advertised for sealed bids, using the top sealed 
bid as the beginning auction figure, with tribes participating. 
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[Exhibit III] 
PART II-—-UINTAH AND OURAY 


1. None. Assuming the definition of a key tract to mean that prop- 
erty controlling the source of water in a grazing unit which is depended 
upon by the surrounding area, or tracts with known subsurface pro- 
duction in relation to mineral value. On the other hand, any tract 
disposed of could be termed a key tract for its agricultural or livestock 
value and the fact that it is being opened to public sale with the pos- 
sibility of title leaving Indian ownership, if the tribe or its members 
are not the successful bidders. Generally, a good percentage of re- 
stricted real property advertised for sale possesses an aboriginal water 
right without which land values in the vicinity would be nil. See 
tabulation (exhibit V) wherein the tribe or its members have managed 
to retain the bulk of the acreage or tracts that have been sold. 

2. See comment to 1, above. 

3. See comment to 1, above. 

4, See comment to 1, above. 

5. No adverse effect as to management or relationship of remaining 
Indian land. Tracts are operated independently, whether Indian or 
non-Indian owned. Does deplete base overall, probable income, and 
landlordship previously held prior to any sale of land, supplementing 
comment to No, 1 above. 

6. Individual Indians not participating in acquisition of fee-status 
land, except infrequently for homes and Tots in Vicinity or away from 
reservation. The tribe, through existing authority, has exchanged 
considerable land which, generally, does not decrease their land base, 
and, additionally, are acquiring by purchase from the State of Utah all 
lands held by the State acquired as school sections under the enabling 
act, estimating 38,000 acres located in the southern portion of the 
reservation known as the Ute extension or Uncompahgre addition re- 
stored to the tribe under the act of 1948, Public Law 440. Also, see 
comment to No. 1, above, and comment to No. 7 of part I. 


[Exhibit IV} 
PART ITI—-UINTAH AND OURAY 


1. No full-time employee dealing strictly with real estate is em- 
ployed by the tribe. They have the services of a general-counsel on 
whom they refer to and rely upon in Mr. John A. Boyden, Salt Lake 
City, Utah. They employ a business executive full time whose duties 
partially are recommendations in connection with real estate. The 
business committee, who represent the tribe officially as the governing 
body, consisting of six members, adopt resolutions on behalf of the 
tribe pursuant to their constitution and bylaws and charter in con- 
nection with land matters after discussion with their attorney and 
business executive. The business committee has authorized the func- 
tioning of a three-man land committee who investigate realty trans- 
actions prior to adopting resolutions. The family plan has various 
committees that, as a part of their duties, entail realty transactions 
frequently in the disbursement of individual members’ funds. All are 
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employed on a salary basis covering meetings or have fixed tours of 
duty ona day, week, month, season, or annual basis. 

2. No agency personnel in realty are paid from tribal funds in 
part or whole. 

3. See comment to item No. 1, above. 

4. Committee has no approval authority, but merely recommends 
after physical inspection of premises. 

5, See comment in item No. 1, above. 

6. See comment to item No. 1, above. The Bureau has approved 
when warrantable and justifiable, all tribal employment of personnel 
in connection with every phase of tribal seantinetbiliey. 

7. The tribe did operate the agency leasing program as an enter- 
prise for several years until July 1, 1956, when the duties were re- 
assumed by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Primarily, the assumption 
was emp undertaken due to the fact appropriations were limited 
insofar as realty personnel was concerned from gratuity funds. The 
responsibility and need have since been recognized and, presently, 
four full-time, civil-service employees constitute the realty staff, with 
an additional employee detailed locally to assist in putting into effect 
provisions of the act of 1954, Public Law 671. The enterprise above 
cited entailed surface leasing of tribal and allotted land for agri- 
culture or farm-pasture purposes, including the advertising publicly 
of tracts available prior to determining acceptability, accomplished by 
tribal personnel for the approval of the superintendent. ‘The tribal 
employees worked under the supervision of a civil-service, gratuity- 
pare realty officer. Negotiated sales, exchanges, and gift conveyances 

etween members of the tribe were also accomplished, as were ease- 
ments granting rights-of-way. The tribe also consented to paying the 
salary of a civil-service employee to handle subsurface leases for the 
exploration and development of oil and gas production. It is, per- 
haps, the feeling of the tribe that they are entitled to the service paid 
from gratuity funds in the same manner as other reservations and 
Indians receive elsewhere throughout the Nation. The Bureau is 
ready, willing, and able to surrender management when the tribe in- 
dicates such a desire and can assure capability in full responsibility 
and control of their assets. 

8. (a) Yes, since funds were made available from gratuity appro- 
priations. 

(6) Bureau personnel are career workers having high qualifications 
commensurate with responsibilities of various levels. They are not 
influenced in decisions by family ties, blood relationship, or tribal 
politics, They are able to enforce and function in the manner pre- 
scribed as custodians and trustees as promulgated by lawmakers 
charged with the responsibilities of protecting the assets of our first 
citizens who need assistance to the credit of our great Nation. 
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VII. PORTLAND AREA OFFICE 
1. COLVILLE AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Nespelem, Wash., June 13, 1958. 
Hon James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: Enclosed in duplicate, in accordance 
with your letter request of April 17, 1958, is the report on land trans- 
actions under the jurisdiction of the Colville Indian Agency compris- 
ing the Colville and Spokane Indian Reservations. 

Also enclosed are maps?‘ of each reservation and, as a matter of 
general interest, a history of the Colville Reservation as contained in 
the regional solicitor’s memorandum of October 15, 1956. Further, the 
narrative dated March 18, 1958, in support of our budget estimate, 
which sets out matters related to your questionnaire. 

It is to be noted that the breakdown in the report relating to various 
types of disposal actions on allotted lands is all inclusive, no distinction 
being made as to public domain allotments. 

Your interest in this matter is appreciated and we hope this report 
will be helpful to you. 

Sincerely yours, 
Fioyp H. Puixres, Superintendent. 


A. COLVILLE RESERVATION 


CoLtviLLteE INpIAN Reservation—Minerat Rieutrs Unper Srocx- 
Raisinc Homestraps—BLM Fiies 


ArEA ApMINISTRATOR, AREA I, BLM, 
Orrice or THE ReeronaL Soricrror, 
Portland, October 15, 1956. 

This is in reply to your memorandum of July 31 transmitting 
the memorandum of July 27 in which the manager of the land office, 
State of Washington, inquired as to whether the land office or the 
superintendent of the Colville Indian Reservation has jurisdiction and 
the responsibility of administration over the mineral rights on lands, 
within the Colville Indian Reservation, which were patented under 
the act of December 29, 1916, said act reserving the minerals to the 
Government. 


On file with the committee for reference purposes. 


oO 
“J 
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These mineral rights came into being through operation of the act 
of December 29, 1916, known as the Stock-Raising Homestead Act. 

Under this act the surplus lands classified as grazing or crop 
raising lands within the Colville Indian Reservation were opened to 
stock-raising homestead entry. Section 9 of that act provided that 
all mineral rights in the lands entered and patented under the act 
were reserved in the United States. 

In this connection it should be noted that the surplus lands of the 
reservation were created by operation of the act of March 22, 1906, 
which, in part, provided for the allotment of certain lands to the 
member Indians and the creation of other reserved areas for specified 
purposes, after which the balance of the lands within the confines of 
the reservation were declared surplus and subject to classification and 
disposal under the public land laws by proclamation of the President. 

The surplus lands were temporarily withdrawn from further entry 
under the public land laws and the general mining laws by depart- 
mental order of September 19, 1934. This withdraw: ‘al order was never 
revoked and finally by the act of July 24, 1956, the undisposed-of 
surplus lands were restored to tribal ownership 

In the period between December 29, 1916, and September 19, 1934, 
undoubtedly some of the surplus lands were entered and patented to 
stock-raising homesteaders, with the minerals being reserved in the 
United States. Such a reservation would operate to leave the mineral 
rights in a status quo, or in other words, the mineral rights remained 
a ‘part of the surplus lands of the reservation. While title to the 
mineral rights was reserved in the United States, the title was in the 
nature of a trust title for the benefit of the Indians, the same as was 
true of all the undisposed-of surplus lands. It was so held in the 
Solicitors’ opinion of May 24, 1949 (M-85049) which provided in 
part as follows: 

* * * it may be noted that section 6 of the act of March 22, 1906, * * * pro- 
vided that the proceeds of the disposal of such lands should be deposited in the 
Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Colville Indians and should 
be expended for their benefit under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and that section 9 of the 1906 act expressly provided that the United States 
should act as trustee for the Indians in the disposal of their lands. The surplus 
lands of the Colville Indian Reservation, therefore, are Indian trust lands, and, 
in a strict sense, they are not bg lands of the United States (Ash Sheep 
Company v. United States, 252 U.S. 159). 

Since the mineral rights were not conveyed with the patents issued 
to the stockraising homesteaders such mineral rights retained their 
status as surplus lands held by the United States in trust for the 
Indians and those mineral rights which were not claimed by mining 
claimants under the general mining laws in the period between De- 
cember 29, 1916, and September 19, 1934, were restored to tribal owner- 
ship by the act of July 24, 1956, the same as any other undisposed-of 
surplus lands. As to the administration of such restored mineral 
rights it is our opinion that the jurisdiction is in the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, not the Bureau of Land Management. 

It should be noted, however, that valid unpatented mining claims 
might have been located on the patented homestead lands during the 
period that they were open to mineral entry. Such unpatented mining 
claims might be in existence today and in our opinion primary ¢ admin- 
istrative jurisdiction as to such claims is in the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, inasmuch as they were located under the general mining 
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laws. The Bureau of Indian Affairs would retain jurisdiction over 
such claims only to the extent of administering any proceeds paid to 
the Government by the mining claimants, such proceeds to be de- 
posited and expended for the benefit of the Indians. 

We are attaching a memorandum brief which reviews the various 
statutes and decisions relating to the Colville Indian Reservation and 
an analysis to support the above conclusion. 

The land office manager’s memorandum of July 27 is returned here- 
with. 

Joun L. Bisnop, 
Assistant Regional Solicitor 
(For the Regional Solicitor). 


MINERAL Riguts oN LANDS WITHIN THE CoLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION 


OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL SOLICITOR, 
Portland, October 15,1956. 


In considering the question raised by the area administrator, Bureau 
of Land Management, in his memorandum of July 31, relating to 
mineral rights on lands patented under the Stock-Raising Home- 
stead Act within the boundaries of the Colville Indian Reserv ation, 
it was necessary to review the history of the development of the 
reservation and the applicability of the public land laws to the lands 
within the reservation. The results of the review are recorded herein 
for reference purposes in connection with future questions which may 
arise. 

HISTORY 


The original Colville Reservation was carved from the public 
domain by ‘Executive order of July 2, 1872. As the result of an agree- 
ment on May 9, 1891, between the representatives of the tribes and 
the United States, which provided for the cession by the Indians of 
the northern half of the reservation and the relinquishment of their 
right, title, and interest, Congress passed the act of July 1, 1892 (27 
Stat. 62), restoring to the public domain the northern half of the 
reservation. The pertinent part of that act reads as follows: 


Be it enacted * * *, That subject to the reservations and allotment of lands 
in severalty to the individual members of the Indians of the Colville Reservation 
in the State of Washington herein provided for, all the following described 
tract or portion of said Colville Reservation, namely: (description of the north- 
ern half) * * * the same being a portion of the Colville Indian Reservation 
created by executive order dated July second, eighteen hundred and seventy- 
two, be, and is hereby, vacated and restored to the public domain, notwithstand- 
ing any executive order or other proceeding whereby the same was set apart as 
a reservation for any Indians or bands of Indians, and the same shall be open 
to settlement and entry by the proclamation of the President of the United 
States and shall be disposed of uncer the general laws applicable to the disposi- 
tion of public lands in the State of Washington. 

* * * * * a x 


Sec. 3. That each entryman under the homestead laws shall, within five years 
from the date of his original entry and before receiving a final certificate for the 
land covered by his entry, pay to the United States for the land so taken by him, 
in addition to fees provided by law, the sum of one dollar and fifty cents per acre, 
one third of which shall be paid within two years after the date of the original 
entry; but the rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors, as 
defined and described in sections twenty-three hundred and four and twenty- 
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three hundred and five of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall not 
be abridged, except as to the sum to be paid as aforesaid. 

Sec. 4. That each and every Indian now residing upon the portion of the Col- 
ville Indian Reservation hereby vacated and restored to the public domain, 
and who is so entitled to reside thereon, shall be entitled to select from said 
vacated portion eighty acres of land, which shall be allotted to each Indian 
in severalty. 

It should be noted that, while the northern half was restored to the 
public domain and was to be opened to entry by Presidential proclama- 
tion, certain allotments were first to be made to Indians residing upon 
that portion of the original reservation after which the balance of the 
land was to be opened to entry, but each entryman under the home- 
stead laws would be obligated to pay the sum of $1.50 per acre, in 
addition to the usual fees, which was to be placed in trust for the 
benefit of the Indians. 

Apparently the northern half was not opened to mineral entry pur- 
suant to the 1892 act inasmuch as Congress subsequently passed the 
act of February 20, 1896 (29 Stat. 9), which opened the northern half 
to mineral entry without the requirement of further Executive action. 
That act reads in pertinent part: 

Be it enacted * * * That the mineral-land laws of the United States be, and 


are hereby, extended so as to apply to all lands embraced within the Colville 
Indian Reservation, namely, (description of the northern half only) * * *. 


It is peculiar that the 1896 act still referred to the northern half lands 
as being embraced within the Colville Indian Reservation, when the 
1892 act had previously restored that portion to the public domain. 

The next congressional action was the act of July 1, 1898 (30 Stat. 
593), which opened to mineral entry the mineral lands in the rest of 
the reservation, with certain exceptions. That act reads in part: 

That the mineral lands only in the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Washington, shall be subject to entry under the laws of the United States in 
relation to the entry of mineral lands: Provided, That lands allotted to the In- 
dians or used by the Government for any purpose or by any school shall not be 
subject to entry under this provision. 

The right is hereby granted to cut timber for mining and domestic purposes 
* * * from that portion of the Colville Indian Reservation * * *, which was 
vacated and restored to the public domain by the Act of July first, eighteen 
hundred and ninety-two, * * *. 


On December 1, 1905, a disputed majority of the Colville tribal 
members by agreement with the Government relinquished all right, 
title, and interest of the Indians to the lands embraced within the 
reduced or southern portion of the reservation provided that allot- 
ments of lands of 80 acres each were to be made to every man, woman, 
and child belonging to or having tribal rights on the reservation. 
This agreement also contained the condition that the Indians would 
be paid $1,500,000 in full satisfaction of the 1891 agreement pursuant 
to which the 1892 act restored the northern half lands to the public 
domain. 

We come next to the act of March 22, 1906 (34 Stat. 80), which 
provided for the sale and disposition of unallotted lands in the di- 
minished or southern portion of the reservation. That act reads in 
pertinent part as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed, as hereinafter 


provided, to sell or dispose of unallotted lands in the diminished Colville Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Washington: 


a * * * * + + 
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Sec. 3. That upon the completion of said allotments to said Indians the residue 
or surplus lands—that is, lands not allotted or reserved for Indian school, 
agency, or other purposes—of the said diminished Colville Indian Reservation, 
shall be classified under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior as 
irrigable lands, grazing lands, timber lands, mineral lands, or arid lands, and 
shall be appraised under their appropriate classes by legal subdivisions, with 
the exception of the lands classed as mineral lands, which need not be appraised, 
and which shall be disposed of under the mining laws of the United States, and, 
upon completion of the classification and appraisement, such surplus lands shall 
be open to settlement and entry under the provisions of the homestead laws at 
not less than their appraised value in addition to the fees and commissions now 
prescribed by law for the disposition of lands of the value of one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre by proclamation of the President, which proclama- 
tion shall prescribe the manner in which these lands shall be settled upon, 
occupied, and entered by persons entitled to make entry thereof: Provided, 
* * * : Provided further, That the lands remaining undisposed of at the expira- 
tion of five years from the opening of the said lands to entry shall be sold to the 
highest bidder for cash, at not less than one dollar per acre, under rules and 
regulations, to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. * * * 

Sec. 4. That the said lands shall be opened to settlement and entry by procla- 
mation of the President, which proclamation shall prescribe the time when and 
the manner in which these lands may be settled upon, occupied, and entered by 
persons entitled to make entry thereof, and no person shall be permitted to 
settle upon, occupy, and enter any of said lands except as prescribed in such 
proclamation: Provided, That * * * 

* * a * 7 a ms 


Sec. 6. That the proceeds not including fees and commissions arising from 
the sales and disposition of the lands aforesaid, including the sums paid for 
mineral and town-site lands, shall be, after deducting the expenses incurred 
from time to time in connection with the allotment, appraisement, and sales, and 
surveys, herein provided, deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of the Colville and Confederated tribes of Indians belonging and having 
tribal rights on the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
and shall be expended for their benefit, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, * * *. 

+ * * * * te + 

Sec. 9. That nothing in this Act contained shall be construed to bind the 
United States to find purchasers for any of said lands, it being the purpose of 
this Act merely to have the United States to act as trustee for said Indians in 
the disposition and sales of said lands and to expend or pay over to them the 
net proceeds derived from the sales as herein provided. 


According to the 1906 act the Indian allotments and reservations 
for other purposes were to be created and the residue or surplus lands 
were to be classified as irrigable, grazing, timber, mineral, or arid 
lands, after which they were to be opened to settlement and entry by 
proclamation of the President. Apparently the mineral lands were 
open to mineral entry immediately upon their classification as such 
and did not require a Presidential proclamation. This appears to be 
a recognition of the mineral entry rights already granted by the 1898 
act. 

Pursuant to the 1906 act, the President by proclamation of May 3, 
1916 (39 Stat. 1778), declared the nonmineral, unallotted, and unre- 
served lands open to entry and settlement under the general provi- 
sions of the homestead laws. The proclamation stated : 

I, Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States of America, by virtue 
of the power and authority vested in me by the Act of Congress approved March 
22, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 80), do hereby prescribe, proclaim, and make known, that 
all the nonmineral, unallotted, and unreserved lands within the diminished Col- 
ville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, classified as irrigable 


lands, grazing lands, or arid lands, shall be disposed of under the general pro- 
visions of the homestead laws of the United States and of the said Act of 
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Congress, and shall be opened to settlement and entry and settled upon, occu- 
pied, and entered only in the manner herein prescribed : Provided, That all lands 
classified as timber or mineral, all lands designated for irrigation by the Govern- 
ment, and all lands within the following townships and parts of townships 
shall not be disposed of under this proclamation: * * *. 


The next significant legislation is the act of December 29, 1916 (39 
Stat. 862), commonly known as the Stock-Raising Homestead Act. 
While this act is not directly related to the development of the history 
of the Colville Indian Reservation, it is in order to note here because 
under its operation a distinctive property status was created within 
the bounds of the reservation; that is, a homestead entry under the 
act separated the land surface from the minerals with the minerals 
being reserved to the Government. This reservation of minerals in 
the Government created the problem of administration and disposi- 
tion of the mineral] rights. 

The applicable parts of the 1916 act read : 


Be it enacted * * *, That from and after the passage of this Act it shall be 
lawful for any person qualified to make entry under the homestead laws of the 
United States to make a stock-raising homestead entry for not exceeding six 
hundred and forty acres of unappropriated unreserved public land in reasonably 
compact form: Provided, however, That the land so entered shall theretofore 
have been designated by the Secretary of the Interior as “stock-raising lands.” 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, on application 
or otherwise, to designate as stock-raising lands subject to entry under this Act 
lands the surface of which is, in his opinion, chiefly valuable for grazing and 
raising forage crops, do not contain merchantable timber, are not susceptible of 
irrigation from any known source of water supply, and are of such character 
that six hundred and forty acres are reasonably required for the support of a 
family: * * * 

Sec. 9. That all entries made and patents issued under the provisions of this 
Act shall be subject to and contain a reservation to the United States of all the 
coal and other minerals in the lands so entered and patented, together with the 
right to prospect for, mine, and remove the same. The coal and other mineral 
deposits in such lands shall be subject to disposal by the United States in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the coal and mineral land laws in force at the 
time of such disposal. Any person qualified to locate and enter the coal or other 
mineral deposits, or having the right to mine and remove the same under the 
laws of the United States, shall have the right at all times to enter upon the 
lands entered or patented, as provided by this Act, for the purpose of prospecting 
for coal or other mineral therein, provided he shall not injure, damage, or destroy 
the permanent improvements of the entryman or patentee, and shall be liable 
to and shall compensate the entryman or patentee for all damages to the crops 
on such lands by reason of such prospecting. Any person who has acquired 
from the United States the coal or other mineral deposits in any such land, or 
the right to mine and remove the same, may reenter and occupy so much of the 
surface thereof as may be required for all purposes reasonably incident to the 
mining or removal of the coal or other minerals: first, upon securing the written 
consent or waiver of the homestead entryman or patentee; second, upon pay- 
ment of the damages to crops or other tangible improvements to the owner 
thereof, where agreement may be had as to the amount thereof; or, third, in lieu 
of either of the foregoing provisions, upon the execution of a good and sufficient 
bond or undertaking to the United States for the use and benefit of the entryman 
or owner of the land, to secure the payment of such damages to the crops or 
tangible improvement of the entryman or owner, as may be determined and fixed 
in an action brought upon the bond or undertaking in a court of competent 
jurisdiction against the principal and sureties thereon, such bond or undertaking 
to be in form and in accordance with rules and regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior and to be filed with and approved by the register and 
receiver of the local land office of the district wherein the land is situate, subject 
to appeal to the Commissioner of the General Land Office: Provided, That all 
patents issued for the coal or other mineral deposits herein reserved shall con- 
tain appropriate notations declaring them to be subject to the provisions of this 
Act with reference to the disposition, occupancy, and use of the land as per- 
mitted to an entryman under this Act. 
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Another act of importance is the act of February 27, 1917 (39 Stat. 
944; 30 U. S. C. 86-89), dealing with coal lands. That act reads as 
follows: 


Be it enacted * * *, That in any Indian reservation heretofore or hereafter 
opened to settlement and entry pursuant to a classification of the surplus lands 
therein as mineral and nonmineral, such surplus lands not otherwise reserved or 
disposed of, which have been or may be withdrawn or classified as coal lands or 
are valuable for coal deposits, shall be subject to the same disposition as is or 
may be prescribed by law for the nonmineral lands in such reservation whenever 
proper application shall be made with a view of obtaining title to such lands, 
with a reservation to the United States of the coal deposits therein and of the 
right to prospect for, mine, and remove the same: Provided, That such surplus 
lands, prior to any disposition hereunder, shall be exmained, separated into 
classes the same as are the nonmineral lands in such reservations, and appraised 
as to their value, exclusive of the coal deposits therein, under such rules and 
regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior for that pur- 
pose. 


* * * * * * ” 


Sec. 3. That if the coal-land laws have been or shall be extended over lands 
applied for, entered, or patented hereunder the coal deposits therein shall be 
subject to disposal by the United States in accordance with the provisions of the 
coal-land laws in force at the time of such disposal. * * * 

Sec. 4. That the net proceeds derived from the sale and entry of such surplus 
lands in conformity with the provisions of this Act shall be paid into the Treasury 
of the United States to the credit of the same fund under the same conditions 
and limitations as are or may be prescribed by law for the disposition of the 
proceeds arising from the disposal of other surplus lands in such Indian reserva- 
tion: Provided, That the provisions of this Act shall not apply to the lands of the 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma. 


This act opened to homestead entry the surplus lands classified as 
coal lands within the reservation, with the coal being reserved in the 
Government to be disposed of in accordance with the provisions of the 
coal-land laws. 

By the act of May 11, 1938 (52 Stat. 347; 25 U.S. C. 394), authority 
was given to lease unallotted lands within any Indian reservation for 
mining purposes. ‘That act reads as follows: 


Be it enacted * * *, That hereafter unallotted lands within any Indian 
reservation or lands owned by any tribe, * * * under Federal jurisdiction, ex- 
cept those hereinafter specifically excepted from the provisions of this Act (Col- 
ville Reservation not excepted) may, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, be leased for mining purposes, by authority of the tribal council or other 
authorized spokesman for such Indians, for terms not to exceed ten years and 
as long thereafter as minerals are produced in paying quantities. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, authorize 
superintendents or other officials in the Indian Service to approve leases for 
oil, gas, or other mining purposes covering any restricted Indian lands, tribal or 
allotted. 


It appears to us that the minerals reserved in the Government by 
virtue of the stockraising homestead entries would constitute such 
lands as are subject to the 1938 act. 

The next legislation of note is the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 
984; 25 U. S. C. 461 et seq.), commonly known as the Indian Re- 
organization Act. Portions of that act read as follows: 

Be it enacted * * *, That hereafter no land of any Indian reservation, created 


or set apart by treaty or agreement with the Indians, Act of Congress, Executive 
order, purchase or otherwise, shall be allotted in severalty to any Indian. 
* * * * * * * 
Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior, if he shall find it to be in the public in- 
terest, is hereby authorized to restore to tribal ownership the remaining surplus 
lands of any Indian reservation heretofore opened, or authorized to be opened, 
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to sale, or any other form of disposal by Presidential proclamation, or by any 
of the public-land laws of the United States: Provided, however, That valid 
rights or claims of any persons to any lands so withdrawn existing on the date 
of the withdrawal shall not be affected by this Act; * * *, 

Sec. 18. This Act shall not apply to any reservation wherein a majority of the 
adult Indians, voting at a special election duly called by the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall vote against its application. It shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Interior, within one year after the passage and approval of this Act, to 
call such an election, which election shall be held by secret ballot upon thirty 
days’ notice. 


The 1934 act authorized the Secretary of the Interior to restore to 
tribal ownership any remaining surplus lands of any Indian reserva- 
tion which had previously been « ‘opened to entry and disposition under 
the public-land laws, provided that the act would not apply to any 
reservation wherein a majority of the adult Indians of such reserva- 
tion voted against its application. Pursuant to this act the Secretary 
temporarily withdrew all undisposed of or surplus lands of the Col- 
ville Indian Reservation from all forms of entry or disposal under 
the public-land laws and mining laws, subject to all valid existing 
rights. This was done by departmental order, approved September 
19, 193 

In an election on April 6, 1935, the majority of the Colville Indians 
voted to exclude themselves from the operation of the 1934 act. Be- 
cause of this action, the restoration of the surplus lands of that reser- 
vation to tribal ownership, as contemplated at the time of the issuance 
of the order of September 19, 1934, could not be accomplished. 
Nevertheless, the temporary withdrawal order was not revoked. 

The final significant legislation affecting the Colville Reservation 
is the act of July 24, 19! 56, which reads in full, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the undisposed-of lands of the Colville 
Indian Reservation, Washington, dealt with by the Act of March 22, 1906 (34 
Stat. 80), are hereby restored to tribal ownership to be held in trust by the 
United States to the same extent as all other tribal lands on the existing 
reservation, subject to any existing valid rights. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of effecting land consolidations between the Colville 
Indians and non-Indians in Ferry and Okanogan Counties, the Secretary of the 
Iterior is hereby authorized, with the consent of the tribal council as evidenced 
by a resolution adopted in accordance with the constitution and bylaws of the 
tribe, under such regulations as he may prescribe, to sell or exchange tribal 
lands in connection with the acquisition of lieu lands, and to acquire through 
purchase, exchange, or relinquishment, lands or any interest in lands, water 
rights, or surface rights. The acquisition of lands pursuant to this Act shall be 
limited to lands within the boundary of the reservation. Exchanges of lands, 
including improvements thereon, shall be made on the basis of approximate equal 
value. In carrying out the provisions of this Act, if non-Indian lands are in- 
volved, the board of county commissioners of counties in which land is located 
shall by proper resolution consent before such non-Indian land is acquired for 
the tribe or an individual Indian. No lands or interests in lands owned by the 
Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation shall be subject to disposition 
hereafter without the consent of the duly authorized governing body of the tribes, 
and no lands or interests in lands shall be acquired for the tribes without the 
consent of the said governing body. 

Sec. 3. Title to lands or any interest therein acquired pursuant to this Act 
shall be taken in the name of the United States of America in trust for the tribe 
or individual Indian and shall be nontaxable as other tribal and allotted trust 
Indian lands of the Colville Reservation. 

Sec. 4. The agreement entered into by the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation and Okanogan and Ferry Counties of the State of Washington on 
April 21, 1954, is hereby ratified and approved. 

Sec. 5. The Business Council of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reser- 
vation shall, in accordance with resolution numbered 1955-33, dated April 8. 
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1955, of the Colville Business Council, submit to the Secretary of the Interior 
within five years from the date of enactment of this Act proposed legislation pro- 
viding for the termination of Federal supervision over the property and affairs 
of the Confederated Tribes and their members within a reasonable time after 
the submission of such proposed legislation. 


The 1956 act restored to tribal ownership the undisposed of or sur- 
plus lands which came into being by operation of the 1906 act. Those 
lands are to be held in trust by the United States, subject to any exist- 
ing valid rights. 

ANALYSIS 


Asa result of the 1891 agreement and the 1892 act, the northern half 
of the Colville Indian Reservation was restored to the public domain 
and all right, title, and interest of the tribe was relinquished to the 
Government. Therefore, we need concern ourselves only with the 
southern half, or what is called the diminished Colville Indian 
Reservation. 

The 1898 act provided that the “mineral lands only” in the reser- 

vation, not allotted or otherwise reserved, were opened to mineral 
entry. No record is found of any attempt to classify the lands mineral 
and nonmineral, but apparently the practice was to allow mineral 
entry on all the unallotted and unreserved lands subsequent to 1898. 
This is revealed by a memorandum of instructions from First Assist- 
ant Secretary Pierce to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, February 
1,1910 (38 L. D. 409) which reads as follows: 


You submit under date the 12th instance, for departmental approval, recom- 
mendations to govern the action of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office in the matter of mining claims on the diminished Colville Indian Reserva- 
tion. You recommend: 

First. That you be authorized to instruct the superintendent in charge to 
notify all persons attempting to file mineral claims thereon that such proceedings 
are unwarranted and that if they do not discontinue further operations along 
that line they will be regarded as trespassers and proper steps will be taken 
to remove them from the reservation. 

Second. That the filing of no more mineral entries on the south half of the 
Colville Reservation be permitted and that the necessary steps be taken, where 
such can be done, to cancel or otherwise vacate all previous entries which have 
been made thereon. 

You quote from the act of July 1, 1898 (30 Stat. 593) : 

“That the mineral lands only in the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State 
of Washington, shall be subject to entry under the laws of the United States in 
relation to the entry of mineral lands: Provided, That lands allotted to the 
Indians or used by the Government for any purpose or by any sehool shall not 
be subject to entry under this provision.” 

Also from the act of March 22, 1906 (34 Stat. 80), section 3, providing: 

“That upon the completion of said allotments to said Indians tue residue or 
surplus lands—that is, lands not allotted or reserved for Indian school, agency, 
or other purposes—of the said diminished Colville Indian Reservation shall be 
classified under the directions of the Secretary of the Interior as irrigable 
lands, grazing lands, timber lands, mineral lands, or arid lands, and shall be 
appraised under their appropriate classes by legal subdivisions, with the excep- 
tion of the lands classed as mineral lands, which need not be appraised, and 
which shall be disposed of under the general mining laws of the United States.” 

You give as your opinion that the act of 1898, construed with the act of 1906, 
does not permit mineral entries to be made within the diminished Colville 
Reservation prior to the allotments and that there is no provision in either act 
whereby mineral entries may be made prior to allotments. 

The circular of August 11, 1898 (27 L. D. 366), recognized the fact that 
mining locations may be made under the act of July 1, 1898, and that provision 
is neither annulled nor modified by the act of March 22, 1906 (34 Stat. 80). 

See also 30 L. D., 88-89, wherein Assistant Attorney General Van Devanter, 
in an opinion dated June 26, 1900, addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, 
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relative to the cutting of timber on mining claims on the south half of the Colville 
Indian Reservation, Washington, stated : 

“Thus the mineral lands within the boundaries of the present reservation were 
made subject to location and entry under the mining laws.” 

As to the assertion that a large portion of the mineral claims within the south 
half of the reservation are fraudulent, in that the land is not mineral in char- 
acter but is first-class farming and fruit land, the department December 6, 
1905, upon your recommendation, directed the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to instruct the officials of the local land offices to refuse to accept any 
placer mining filings until indisputable evidence of the true character of their 
claims is produced and also directed that the whole subject of placer mining 
on the south half of the reservation be investigated by a mining expert. The 
local officers were so instructed December 9, 1905, and investigation has been 
made and upon the reports filed suits have been recommended to set aside 
certain mineral patents and steps are being take to declare void certain mining 
applications and locations, all upon motion of the land department. And the 
department is informally advised by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office that no mineral entry in the south half of the reservation will be passed 
to patent until there has been filed convincing evidence that the land is properly 
subject to entry under the mineral land laws, and that all cases arising directly 
between mineral claimants and Indian aliottees involving the mineral character 
of the land will when presented receive careful and prompt attention. 

The steps taken and contemplated by the Commissioner and the General Land 
Office appear sufficient, under present conditions shown, to protect the interests 
of all parties, and a suspension of the operation of the mineral-land laws over 
the south half of the reservation for the purposes asked would be unwarranted 
in the face of the provisions of the act of July 1, 1898, supra. 

The effect of a valid mining location pursuant to the 1898 act was 
to segregate such claim from the reservation and extinguish the Indian 
title thereto. This is demonstrated by the case of (/nited States v. 
Four Bottles of Sour-Mash Whiskey (90 Fed. 720 (1898) ), in which 
the court stated, in part, as follows: 

The right decision of the question whether or not the goods in controversy 
have been forfeited to the United States by reason of unlawful introduction into 
the Indian country of intoxicating liquors depends upon whether or not a valid 
location of a claim to mineral lands situated within the Colville Indian Reserva- 
tion has the effect to extinguish the right of Indians to exclusively occupy the 
area embraced within such mineral claim * * *, 

I hold that the law under consideration (act of 1898) must necessarily have 
been intended by Congress to authorize prospectors and miners to explore the 
Colville Reservation for the purpose of developing its mineral resources, and to 
authorize citizens who make discoveries of valuable minerals therein to locate 
claims and work them, and that a valid location of a mining claim has the effect 
to segregate such claim from the reservation, and extinguish the Indian title 
thereto, so that the land embraced in such mineral location ceases to be Indian 
country. 

That the status of a valid mining entry under the 1898 act in the 
Colville Reservation was the same as a mining entry on non-Indian 
public lands is further substantiated by an opinion by Assistant Attor- 
ney General Van Devanter to the Sec retary of the Interi ior (June 26, 
1900, 30 L. D. 88). The Commissioner of Indian Affairs requested 
an opinion as to whether the Indian Office could enter into a contract 
with owners of mining claims on the south half of the Colville Indian 
Reservation to permit the mineowners to place a sawmill on the claims 
for the sole purpose of cutting lumber and timber to be used on the 
claims for their development. 

The opinion stated : 


By the act of July 1, 1892 (27 Stat. 62), a portion of the Colville Reservation 
was “vacated and restored to the public domain.” The remaining portion 
became and remained the Colville Indian Reservation. The act of July 1, 1898 
(30 Stat. 571, 593), contains the following provision : 
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“That the mineral lands only in the Colville Indian Reservation in the teus-- 
of Washington shall be subject to entry under the laws of the United States in 
relation to the entry of mineral lands: Provided, That lands allotted to the 
Indians or used by the Government for any purpose or by any school shall not 
be subject to entry under this provision.” 

Thus, the mineral lands within the boundaries of the present reservation were 
made subject to location and entry under the mining laws. The owner of a 
bona fide mining claim on these lands, therefore, has the same right to use or 
remove the timber found upon his claim which is possessed by the owner of a 
mining claim situated elsewhere, and this Department has no more authority 
to control the exercise of this right in the one case than in the other. * * * The 
owner of a bona fide mining claim in the Colville Indian Reservation may, for the 
purposes and to the extent herein specified, lawfully cut or remove timber from 
his claim, in the absence of any contract or agreement with any officer charged 
with the administration or supervision of Indian affairs * * *. 


From the Whiskey case and the 1900 opinion, it seems clear that 
some lands within the Colville Reservation were entered by mining 
claimants and valid unpatented claims were established. Such claims 
could possibly still exist as unpatented claims and would be in the 
rategory of public lands within the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land 
Management, rather than the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The follow- 
ing departmental decisions would appear to cover this point: 

Stephen Sweayze (5 L. D. 570, 578) : 

The general authority of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
supervise and control matters relating to the public lands is found in section 453 
and 2478 of the United States Revised Statutes. Section 453 provides: 

“The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall perform, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, all executive duties appertaining to the 
surveying and sale of the public lands of the United States, or in anywise respect- 
ing such public lands, and, also, such as relate to private claims of land and the 
issuing of patents for all grants of land under the authority of the Government.” 
And section 2478 provides : 

“The Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, is authorized to enforce and carry into execution, by 
appropriate regulations, every part of the provisions of this title (The Public 
Lands) not otherwise specifically provided for.” 


C. Henry Bunte (41 L. D. 520) : 


* * * it (Land Department) retains jurisdiction to consider and determine 
the character of land claimed under the mineral laws until deprived thereof by 
the issuance of patent. 

It should be noted here that the functions of the General Land Office 
and the Grazing Service were consolidated to form a new agency, the 
Bureau of Land Management, by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1946 
(60 Stat. 1097). 

The 1906 act directed the Secretary of the Interior to classify the 
surplus, or unallotted and unreserved lands, of the Colville Reservation 
as irrigable, grazing, timber, mineral, or arid lands and, upon the 
completion of such classification, to open the nonmineral lands to home- 
stead entry by proclamation of the President. The act specifically 
directed that the mineral lands were to be disposed of under the mining 
laws and, presumably, they could be entered immediately upon being 
classified as minerallands. This is born out of the Presidential procla- 
mation of 1916 which stated that it was inapplicable to mineral lands. 
The 1906 act, then, would appear to extend the mining claimants’ rights 
afforded by the 1898 act except that under section 6 of the 1906 act the 
proceeds arising from the sae and disposition of mineral lands were 
to be deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the 
Colville Indians, to be expended for their benefit. This provision of 
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the 1906 act had the effect of retaining in the Indians an equitable 
interest in a valid unpatented mining claim established subsequent to 
the act, and created a double administrative jurisdiction—one in the 
Bureau of Land Management to act on the disposition and validity of 
the claims, and another in the Bureau of Indian Affairs to administer 
the proceeds for the benefit of the Indians. 

The 1916 Stock-Raising Homestead Act opened up the possibility 
of a new and peculiar land status within the Colville Reservation. 
That act opened the public lands, including the surplus lands of the 
Colville Reservation, to stoc kraising homestead entry, reserving, how- 
ever, the minerals in the United States. That act in effect separated 
the surface from the subsurface—the surface being subject to patent 
under the act and the subsurface being subject to patent under the 
mining laws. 

The | departmental order of September 19, 1934, withdrew the sur- 
plus lands of the Colville Reservation from all forms of entry, includ- 
ing mineral entry, subject to valid existing rights. In connec tion with 
the effect of the withdrawal order on mineral entr ies, the Solicitor, in 
his memorandum of May 24, 1949 (M-—35049), was of the opinion that 
the withdrawal order was made by the Secretary of the Interior in the 
exercise of his implied power to temporarily withdraw lands and that 
he was not acting under the act of June 25, 1910, under which act the 
lands withdrawn would have been subject to mineral entry and location 
insofar as metalliferous minerals are concerned. 

Accordingly, since September 19, 1934, the surplus lands of the 
Colville Reservation have been closed to entry of any kind under the 
public-land laws. 

We have discussed the various laws and decisions under which min- 
eral rights could be acquired on the surplus lands of the reservation. 
We should now examine the question as to whether the surplus lands 
prior to the 1934 withdrawal were in the status of public lands or 
Indian lands for purposes of their administration and disposition. In 
determining that the Secretary of the Interior exercised his implied 
power to withdraw the surplus lands from entry, the Solicitor, in his 
memorandum of May 24, 1949, supra, ruled that they were Indian trust 
lands. In this regard, that opinion stated as follows: 

It will be observed that the 1910 act refers to “public lands of the United 
States.” With respect to the question whether this term is applicable to the 
surplus lands of the Colville Indian Reservation, it may be noted that section 6 
of the act of March 22, 1906, supra, provided that the proceeds of the disposal 
of such lands should be deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of the Colville Indians, and should be expended for their benefit under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and that section 9 of the 1906 act 
expressly provided that the United States should act as trustee for the Indians 
in the disposal of their lands. The surplus lands of the Colville Indian Reserva- 
tion, therefore, are Indian trust lands, and, in a strict sense, they are not public 
lands of the United States. Ash Sheep Company v. United States (252 U. 8. 159). 
{Emphasis supplied. ] 

In considering the status of surplus lands of the Colorado Ute 
Indians, the Secretary said in his opinion of June 17, 1938 (56 I. D. 
330, 338 ), as follows: 

Surplus ceded lands to be disposed of for the Indians are frequently referred 
to in acts of Congress and departmental actions both as public lands and Indian 


lands. * * * 

The evident purpose of designating lands ceded for disposal for Indian benefit 
as public lands or public domain is to indicate that the lands are subject to 
disposal under public-land laws. * * * 
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Surplus lands ceded to be disposed of for the Indians are, in fact, qualified 
public lands and, also, qualified Indian lands. They are public lands in that 
the United States has the legal title and has secured from the Indians a release 
of their right of occupancy and has arranged to dispose of them, but they are not 
public lands in the full sense of the term, as they are to be disposed of only in 
limited ways and upon certain conditions. * * * 

Surplus lands are also properly designated as Indian lands, in view of the 
interest of the Indians in the proceeds of any disposal of the lands. This equi- 
table interest is the significant condition attached to the lands which distin- 
guishes them from the public lands, generally, as Indian lands. * * * Under the 
regulations of the Interior Department of July 25, 1912, for governing the use of 
vacant ceded land (Regulations of the General Land Office, 1930, p. 669) it was 
contemplated that remaining surplus lands, the proceeds of the disposal of which 
were for the benefit of the Indians, would be cooperatively administered by the 
Indian Office and the General Land Office, the Indian Office retaining jurisdiction 
of the use of the lands before they were sold and the General Land Office admin- 


istering the final disposition of the lands. * * * 

From the two foregoing opinions, it would appear that, in most 
cases involving mining claims on the Colville Reservation established 
prior to the 1934 withdrawal, an administrative responsibility would 
evolve to a certain extent upon both the Bureau of Land Management 
and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 


CONCLUSIONS 


1. The surplus lands of the Colville Indian Reservation were sub- 
ject to mineral entry under the general mining laws after enactment 
of the act of July 1, 1898. Any existing valid, unpatented mining 
claims located subsequent to that date and prior to the enactment of 
the act of March 22, 1906, are completely segregated from the reserva- 
tion and under the exclusive administrative jurisdiction of the 
Bureau of Land Management. 

2. Subsequent to the enactment of the act of March 22, 1906, all the 
surplus lands for administrative purposes were in the category of 
Indian trust lands, and, in a strict sense, not public lands. Subse- 
quent to March 22, 1906, and continuing up to the September 19, 1934, 
withdrawal, all the surplus lands classified as mineral lands were sub- 
ject to mineral entry under the general mining laws. Any existing 

valid, unpatented, mining claims located subsequent to March 22, 1906, 
are under the dual administrative control of the Bureau of Land 
Management and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

3. The Stock-Raising Homestead Act of December 29, 1916, opened 
to mineral entry under the general mining laws those surplus lands 
which were entered and settled under that Homestead Act. Any exist- 
ing valid, unpatented, mining claims located on such homestead lands 
subsequent to that date and prior to the 1934 withdrawal are under 
the dual administrative control of the Bureau of Land Management 
and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

4. The withdrawal order of September 19, 1934, closed the surplus 
lands to all forms of entry, including mineral entry. This order 
applied to the mineral rights which were reserved in the United States 
in those lands which were patented under the 1916 Stock-Raising 
Homestead Act. 

5. The mineral rights which were reserved in the United States in 
those lands which were patented under the 1916 act remain a part of 
the surplus lands of the reservation. 
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6. The undisposed-of lands, which were restored to tribal owner- 
ship by the act of July 24, 1956, include the undisposed-of mineral 
rights in those lands which were patented under the 1916 Homestead 
Act. Therefore, any present inquiries regarding those mineral rights 
to which claims were not made prior to the 1934 withdrawal should 
be handled exclusively by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Even though 
the land surface itself was entered and patented under the public-land 
laws and done so under the primary jurisdiction of the Land Depart- 
ment, the mineral rights were never transferred from the category of 
Indian trust surplus lands, so they remained as such until the 1956 
act, which restored them to tribal ownership. 


Laurie K. Lucoma, Attorney. 


JUSTIFICATION NarrRative—Co.vitLe Agency, Fiscan Yrar 1960 
Bupeer Estimate, Marcu 18, 1958 


Only within the past 3 years has the realty branch of the Colville 
Agency begun to be staffed to the extent requisite to sound and prac- 
tical property management. As a consequence, throughout the years 
until this point, the realty files and records have been sadly neglec ‘ted 
and the Colville Agency is now burdened with a tremendous task in 
consummating a large backlog of pending realty transactions, together 
with segregating and consolidating land data and transactions and 
bringing current existing files and records; establishing supplemental 
and/or new records; and maintaining such records on a current basis. 
Also, as brought to the fore by Public Law 772, approved July 24, 
1956, undertaking an extensive tribal land consolidation program, 
mineral prospecting and mining development, and getting all land 
matters and records in proper shape and readiness for an orderly with- 
drawal of Federal supervision. 

The lands under this jurisdiction comprise the Colville Reservation. 
Spokane Reservation, and public domain allotments located within 
six counties: Okanogan, Ferry, Stevens, Chelan, Franklin, and Whit- 
man. Present gross acreage totals about 1,250,000 of which about 
350,000 acres are allotted. There were originally about 3,900 allot- 
ments. Of the remaining allotments, totaling about 2,500, there are 
about 6,500 individuals involved in the ownership pattern. 

There is now a backlog of some 500 pending applications for land 
disposals (sales, fee patents, ete.) Att new applications are accruing 
at the approximate rate of 150 per year. In the offing is an extensive 
land consolidation program Eoieet ieee. sales, and exchanges) for the 
Colville Tribe. 

Mining leases in force on the Spokane Reservation total 19 with 1 
more being processed. About 47 prospecting permits on said reserva- 
tion expired with the close of calendar year 1957. It is anticipated 
that 50 permits will result commencing this year upon initiating 
another prospecting program. Concurrent with adjudication of 
mining claims by the BLM, a mining program for the Colville Reser- 

vation is being formulated which, it is anticipated, will be intensified 
upon completion of the survey of mineral resources by the USGS. 


8 
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Present tract caseload on applications for rights-of-way total about 
175 per year. Existing files and records need be searched for ap- 
proved rights-of-way and those which, although utilized, were never 
consummated ; take necessary action on those incompleted cases; and 
set up proper and complete file on rights-of-way and note existence 
thereof on appropriate records and in specific tract files. 

Appraisals are required for the pending land disposal caseload 
aforementioned which will be increased by routine new cases and those 
resulting upon initiation of the land consolidation program for the 
Colville Tribe. 

There are approximately 900 surface leases in force representing 
about 200 renewals yearly. There is a need for adequate indexing of 
these leases and installing and maintaining a proper followup to 
determine that rental payments are current. 

The land records and files require improvement with particular 
emphasis on plat and allotment books and a consolidated listing of 
title data on respective tract ownerships (allotment or estate record 
cards). 

Descriptions of tracts on which there has been a BLM resurvey need 
be revised, i. e., those tracts of which a portion was taken by the Bureau 
of Reclamation for the Grand Coulee Dam and by the Army engineers 
for the Chief Joseph Dam. There are numerous tracts involved in 
these takings. 

Initiation of a systematic program is required for property utiliza- 
tion inspections and opening and closing inspection and inventory 
reports on properties under use agreement. 

There are approximately 100 separate various amounts in special 
deposits account dating back as far as 15 years which require consid- 
erable work to liquidate. 

There are numerous individuals holding interests in certain allotted 
lands whose interest therein is nonrestricted ; these comprise Canadian 
Indians who were allotted and who inherited, Indians who inherited 
an interest already nonrestricted, and non-Indians who inherited in 
a nonrestricted status. Extensive work is required to identify and 
index all such cases to afford determination of extent of trust interest, 
or lack thereof, in the particular tracts so that proposed transactions 
(disposals, leases, etc.) may be treated accordingly. Preliminary data 
on sbout 115 Indians believed to be Canadian nationals will have to 
be assembled and submitted for adjudication by the examiner of 
inheritance and/or regional solicitor. 

Also requiring considerable time will be the preparation of an 
inventory of Colville tribal holdings resulting from the restoration 
of undisposed lands by Public Law 772 2, approved July 24,1956. This 
will entail determining and indexing tracts patented while the ceded 
area was open to public entry and other forms of appropriation 
between the years 1906 to 1934. 

In addition, a review should be made of the numerous tracts reserved 
for administrative, school, church, etc., purposes to determine those 
no longer required, and action taken to restore such tracts to the tribe. 


30451—58—_—38 
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FrepreraL, Lanps Acquirrep From Private Owners, 1930-57, CoLviiue 
AND SPOKANE RESERVATIONS 


PART I. COLVILLE RESERVATION 


Since the inauguration of an acquisition program in 1941 which 
extended through 1952 the Confederated Tribes of Colville Reserva- 
tion, State of Ww ashington, have purchased an aggregate of 27,072.91 
acres (120 tracts) of Yand within the Colville Reservation. Of this 
amount 18,595.67 acres (168 tracts) of alienated land were returned 
to trust status and the remainder 8,477.24 acres (52 tracts) were 
acquired while in trust status. 

Authorities for acquisitions are shown in the following attachments: 

Tribal resolution dated January 12, 1940. 
2. Project plan approved January 19, 1940. 
3. Letter dated July 1, 1940, from Assistant Commissioner to 
superintendent, Colville Agency. 

The records do not reflect any tribal purchases prior to inception 
of this program. However, a subsequent and current “key tract’ 
purchase program was approved December 12, 1956, under which 2 
tracts (313 acres) were acquired in fiscal year 7088 and an additional 
10 tracts (1,500 acres) are in process of being acquired. In formula- 
tion is a land consolidation program (purchases, sales, and exchanges) 
as authorized by Public Law 772, approved July 24, 1956 (70 Stat. 
627). These last two matters are more fully covered in part II of 
“Answers to questionnaire.” 

The dates of acquisition according to fiscal years are as follows: 
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The land is being utilized in various range units or as individual 
tracts for farming purposes. Of the total acreage approximately 50 
percent is being utilized by individual Indians and the remainder by 
non-Indians. 

The following gives a summary by tracts and acreages: 


Tribal purchased land 
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{Attachment No. 1 (Colville) ] 
RESOLUTION OF THE COLVILLE BUSINESS COUNCIL 


Be it resolved, That the Colville Business Council, at this, a regular meeting, 
acting for the Indians of the Colville Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
does hereby approve that certain proposed project plan of land acquisition 
prepared in collaboration with the representatives of the Indians of the various 
districts of the reservation, by the land division of the Pacific coast area, 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, dated January 3, 1940, under the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled, “Third Deficiency Appropriation Act for the fiscal year, 
1939,” authorizing the expenditure of the sum of $100,000 of the tribal funds 
of the Colville Indians for the purchase of lands for their benefit. 

Dated this 12th day of January, A. D., 1940. 

We, the undersigned, certify that the foregoing resolution was duly adopted 
by the Colville Business Council, at its regular meeting held on January 12, 
1940. 





, Chairman, 
, Secretary. 





I certify that the foregoing is a true copy. 
Frep A. BAKER. 
Land Field Agent. 


Note.—On January 13, 1940, the foregoing resolution was acted upon on a 
motion to reconsider and was duly passed by a majority vote, a quorum being 
present. 

Frep A. BAKER. 


[Attachment 2 (Colville) ] 


PROJECT PLAN FOR THE INDIANS OF THE COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION, OKANOGAN 
AND Ferry CouNTIES, WAsH., TRIBAL FuNps Provgect, 1940-41 


I, INTRODUCTION 


The Third Deficiency Appropriation Act for the fiscal year 1939 authorizes 
the expenditure of $100,000 of tribal funds for the purchase of land for the 
Colville Indians. The act also authorizes the use of $100,000 of tribal funds 
as an aid in assisting the Indians of the reservation to obtain a better standard 
of living. The purpose of this report is the recommendation of a specific land- 
purchase program to be carried on in accordance with the above act. With 
the approval of these recommendations by the tribal council and the director 
of lands, options to purchase the lands will be secured as rapidly as the negotia- 
tions with the various landowners may be completed. 


II. HISTORY OF RESERVATION 


The Colville Reservation was established by Executive order of July 2, 1872, 
for the Methow, Okanogan, San Poil, Lake, Colville, Spokane, Coeur D’Alene, 
and such other Indians as the Department might see fit to locate thereon. 
The original reservation was bounded on the south and east by the Columbia 
River, on the west by the Okanogan River and on the north by the Canadian 
boundary. Its area approximated 2,885,000 acres. 

By an act of July 1, 1892 (27 Stat. 62), the north half of the reservation, 
containing approximately 1,500,000 acres, was restored to the public domain. 
Each Indian residing within this area was entitled to be allotted 80 acres. 
The balance of the land was opened to settlement and entry under the laws 
applicable to the State of Washington. Each entryman was required to pay 
$1.50 per acre within a period of 5 years in addition to the regular fee. The 
act provided that the net proceeds resulting from this sale were to be set aside 
for the benefit of the Indians. 

The act of March 22, 1906 (34 Stat. 80), provided for the allotment and for 
the sale of the surplus or unallotted lands of the diminished Colville Reser- 
vation. The act provided that the surplus lands be sold at not less than the 
appraised valuation with one-fifth of the payment down and the balance within 
5 years. After 5 years, the remaining lands were to be sold to the highest bidder 
at not less than $1 per acre. After 10 years, remaining lands could be sold 
to the highest bidder without regard to minimum value. The net proceeds 
from these sales were to be deposited to the credit of the Colville Tribes. 
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The allotment schedule for the north half of the reservation was approved 
during 1900 and for the south half or the diminished portion on February 5, 
1916. On the north half, some 658 Indians were allotted 41,960.62 acres. On the 
diminished portion 2,318 individuals were allotted 287,418.97 acres. 

The homestead period terminated by law in 1931. 

The present status of lands within the diminished portion of the reservation 
is as follows: 


Acres 
IES SO ere Se ee os be Laden tee 227, 660 
EE UR ee So eo ee es nin ee Dee Bae ORI oo ss 887, 832 
EE AUTEN EM Wen on i thas ety 267, 090 
DETR Wee ee es ea ou i 2, 504 
I ache ating deg a ndncougin nnn bie ee isk ee dks woes ee 1, 385, O86 


III. DESCRIPTION OF RESERVATION 


1. Location.—The reservation is bounded on the east and south by the Columbia 
River, on the west by the Okanogan River, and on the north by the line between 
townships 34 and 35 north of Willamette baseline. It is about 70 miles long 
from east to west and 35 miles wide from north to south. The western half 
of the reservation is located in Okanogan County and the eastern half in Ferry 
County, Wash. The area included is 1,385,086 acres. 

2. Topography.—The main topographic features on the reservation trend in a 
north-south direction. These include the Okanogan Valley on the western side 
of the area, the Nespelem Valley in the central part, the San Poil Valley in the 
eastern part, and the Columbia River on the eastern boundary, which swings to 
the west to also form the south boundary. In the northwest part of the area, 
Moses and Omak Mountains are the dominating features. The southwest portion 
is occupied by the Okanogan Plateau. The drainage in the northwest is by Omak 
Creek, westward to the Okanogan River. In the central part the drainage is 
southward by Nespelem Creek to the Columbia. The San Poil Valley is drained 
southward by the San Poil River. 

The principal mountain ranges include the Nespelem Range, which forms the 
divide between the Nespelem and San Poil Valleys, and the San Poil Range, 
which divides the San Poil and the Columbia River Valleys. Of these ranges, 
the San Poil Mountains are the higher and are more rugged, attaining elevations 
of nearly 6,000 feet. The lowest point on the reservation is at the junction of 
the Columbia and Okanogan Rivers, which has an elevation of 800 feet. The 
highest point is Mount Moses which attains an elevation of 6,500 feet. 

All types of topography are found within the reservation—wide valleys, rolling 
plains, rugged mountains, and deep canyons. 

3. Vegetation.—Stands of commercial timber occur over the reservation, except 
within the southwestern and south central portions. In general, the northern 
and eastern slopes are thickly wooded with a heavy growth of underbrush, the 
timber being made up of yellow pine, lodgepole pine, fir, and larch. The southern 
and western slopes usually contain parklike stands of western yellow pine. 
Many types of brush occur over the area, including greasewood, brome, snow- 
berry, chokecherry, ash, aspen, willow, serves berry, mountain elder, sumak, with 
sage and buck brush in the southwestern and south central portions. The range 
grasses include wheat and rye bunch grass, slender wheat grass, and cheat. 
The Forestry and Grazing Department estimates the average carrying capacity 
of the Indian rangelands to be 20 acres per head (stock cow or steer) for a 
period of 7.5 months. However, this capacity will vary for different tracts and 
over various sections of the reservation from 12 to 35 acres per head for the 
grazing season. 

4. Climate-——The valley areas have hot dry summers and moderately cold 
winters. The growing season for an average year extends from May 1 until 
October 1. The average precipitation over the area is about 14 inches, varying 
from 11.0 inches at Monse, 11.18 inches (average since 1918) at Nespelem, to 20 
inches in the northeastern and eastern portions. About 44 percent of this 
precipitation occurs between November 1 and March 1 as snow. The higher 
mountain regions are subject to deep snows and severe winters. 

5. Transportation and facilities—The western part of the reservation, com- 
prising the Okanogan Valley, is accessible by State Highway No. 97 and by the 
Great Northern Railroad from Wenatchee. The Nespelem Valley is accessible 
by highway from Wilbur via the Grand Coulee Dam, and the San Poil Valley by 
highway from Wilbur via Kellers Ferry. The eastern part of the area is reached 
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by highway from Davenport or Colville to Inchelium on the western side of the 
Columbia River, via the Inchelium Ferry. The nearest railroad point from the 
east side is Addy, which is 22 miles east from Inchelium by graveled graded road 
and is a station on the Great Northern Railroad. 

The principal trading centers are Omak and Disautel, in the western part 
of the reservation ; Nespelem, in the southern part of Nespelem Valley; Keller, in 
the southern part of the San Poil Valley; and Inchelium, Umpach, and Covada, 
in the Inchelium or eastern district. In the Okanogan Valley, the towns of 
Monse, Malott, Okanogan, and Omak adjoin the reservation on the west side 
of the Okanogan River. Omak is the largest, with a population of 2,547, and 
Okanogan is the county seat of Okanogan County. 

The Colville Indian Agency is located in the Nespelem Valley, 3 miles south 
of Nespelem and 13 miles north from the Grand Coulee Dam, by paved road. 
Subagencies are maintained at Omak on the west side and Inchelium on the east. 

The western half of the reservation lies in Okanogan County, and the eastern 
half in Ferry County. Republic, to the north of the reservation, is the county 
seat of Perry County. 

Schools are maintained by the county throughout the reservation, and are 
attended by the Indian children. St. Marys Mission is also maintained for the 
Indian children, being located near Omak. The Indian pupils on the west side 
also attended public schools at Monse, Malott, Cameron Lake, Okanogan, and 
Omak. 

Electric power from the Washington Water Power Co. is available in the 
Okanogan Valley and in the vicinity of the Grand Coulee Dam. 

6. Indian population and distribution.—The total enrollment of the Colville 
Reservation is 3,221 Indians, including 1,089 families, or 1,630 males and 1,590 
females. 

For administrative purposes, the diminished portion of the reservation has been 
divided into three districts: (1) The Monse-Disautel district, comprising the 
western portion of the reservation; (2) the Nespelem district, comprising the 
central part; and (3) the Inchelium district in the eastern part. 

The division of Indians within these districts and the number living outside 
of the diminished portion of the reservation is estimated as follows: 


Number of Number of 





| individuals | families 
mtg hin heir tht bape Rial lagna eget aeons | abi 
j 
Monsc-Dinasted Gistritt . - .. 2... elle ok avevovewnieceneeseile ee } 594 | 237 
Nespelem district _._.-- sin so Seapine as gp aba lal Cem mtaaanes aici | 712 | 178 
UTI i eh eet iat lle eee la mein aiabade ad 940 | 326 
North half or ceded portion. 7 cum anne noon can aeeeka tami ee | 292 | 116 
Outside of reservation. .....-.--- Sa wei bog he el pcs Pein Co 683 | 232 
DCRR. 65s c- 55) tah cs bb hk se ol Le. Jap ace EEE eee $ leh eee | 3, 221 1, 089 


The majority of these Indians live on their allotments, which are scattered 
throughout the reservation. On the diminished portion of the reservation, most 
of the allotted land is located in the western part in the Okanogan Valley, in 
the Omak Valley, and in the Okanogan Plateau, in the central part within the 
Nespelem and San Poil Valleys, and on the eastern side within the valley of 
the Columbia River. There are few allotments within the north-central part 
of the area. But few of the Indians live within the towns or at the trading 
centers of the reservation. 

7. Types of farming—Hay and grain are the principal crops grown on the 
reservation. The hay is largely fed to the livestock during the winter, and 
the grain is usually sold as a cash crop. The hay includes alfalfa, wild hay, 
and grain hay, and, of the grains, wheat, oats, and barley are produced. When 
irrigation is practiced, alfalfa is the chief crop. The meadowlands, which have 
natural subirrigation, are used for wild-hay production and the upland or dry- 
farming areas are used for grain and grain hay. When dryland farming is 
practiced, summer fallowing is the rule, except on the better lands. 

The agency extension report for 1938 shows the total available area of Indian- 
owned cultivable land to be 28,512 acres, of which only 1,864 acres are irrigable. 
The total area farmed by Indians is 11,383 acres, of which 1,175 acres are irri- 
gated. During 19388, the total Indian acreage cropped to hay was 7,331 acres, 
and the yield 8,426 tons. The balance of the land was cropped largely to wheat, 
oats, and barley, with some rye, beans, corn, and potatoes being produced. 
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The livestock industry is the principal industry of the Colville Indians. The 
stock are usually kept on the home ranches during the winter, and are fed on 
the average 1.5 tons of hay during this season. The amount of hay varies from 
1 ton in the Monse-Disautel district to 1.5 tons in the Nespelem Valley and to 
2 tons in the Inchelium district. The livestock are grazed on the tribal grazing 
lands of the reservation during the balance of the year. At present, the Col- 
ville Indians own 4,962 head of beef cattle, including 725 calves, and 640 head 
of dairy cattle, including 100 calves. 

8. Irrigation.—There are three Indian Service irrigation projects within the 
reservation—the Monse project in the southwestern part of the area, the 
Nespelem project on Nespelem Creek in the central part, and the Hall Creek 
project in the Inchelium district on the eastern side. 

The Monse district is, at present, under development. It is located in the 
extreme southwestern part of the reservation at the confluence of the Columbia 
and Okanogan Rivers. Approximately 1,100 acres will be put under irrigation. 
Water will be pumped from the Okanogan River into a high-line canal and be 
conveyed over the land through the canal, laterals, and ditches. The maximum 
pumping lift is 50 feet, and the estimated duty of water at the pump 4 acre-feet 
per acre. Electric power will be purchased from the Washington Water Power 
Co. The construction cost will amount to $35 per acre, and the annual operation 
and maintenance cost is estimated at $6.50 per acre. 

The Nespelem district is located within the Nespelem Valley in the central 
part of the reservation. The land is irrigated by gravity flow from Nespelem 
Creek. Within the district, 3,000 acres are suitable for irrigation, but the 
water supply is usually sufficient for the irrigation of about 700 acres. In this 
area, there are 220 acres of white-owned land under irrigation. The irrigation 
cost to the white owners is $1.25 per acre, annually. 

The Hall Creek irrigation district is located in the Inchelium district in the 
extreme eastern part of the reservation. Water is diverted from Hall Creek, 
Stranger Creek, and Twin Lakes, and conveyed to the lands by gravity flow. 
This district is under gradual development, and eventually will contain from 
2,000 to 3,000 acres under irrigation. 

9. Indian employment and income.—The average income of the Colville Indians 
from agricultural enterprises is estimated by the extension agent to average $431 
per family. In addition to this income, some of the Indians are employed by 
the lumber companies for logging and millwork. Many of the Indians on the 
west side of the reservation work in the white-owned apple orchards of the 
Okanogan Valley. Here they are employed in early summer for thinning the 
apples and in the fall for picking. 


IV. PRESENT SITUATION AND LAND NEEDS OF RESERVATION 


It is the opinion of the Land Acquisition-Use Committee (report of October 
25, 1939) that the livestock industry is and will continue to be the principal 
industry of the Colville Indians. Also, it is the recomendation of this com- 
mittee that the present land-purchase program should be centered within certain 
areas set up in the Monse-Disautel, Nespelem, and Inchelium districts. The 
Monso-Disautol district comprises the western part of the reservation, the Nes- 
pelem district the central part, and the Inchelium district the eastern part, these 
districts being designated on the accompanying map, exhibit No. 2. 

It may be noted from the above map that the larger part of the alienated lands 
on the reservation occur in the western, south-central, and extreme eastern part 
of the area. Within the Nespelem district, comprising the central part of the 
reservation, the Indians now control a large portion of the agricultural lands. 
Therefore, the most urgent land need is for the Indians of the extreme western 
and eastern parts of the reservation. 

In general, the greatest land need on the reservation is for the more productive 
agricultural lands. The grazing resources of the reservation are adequate, 
except for the Indians who are to be established within the Monse irrigation 
project. However, before the livestock herds may be increased to any great 
extent, the production of hay for winter feed must, necessarily, be increased. 

Certain of the more rugged mountain grazing areas on the reservation are 
adaptable only for the grazing of sheep. Therefore, the carrying capacity of 
the Indian lands within the reservation can best be stated in terms of cattle and 
sheep. The total capacity of the open tribal range is estimated by the Forestry 
and Grazing Division as being equal to 173,990 cow-months, the average length 
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of the grazing season being 7.5 months duration. When segregating the areas 
which are adaptable only for sheep, the carrying capacity is shown to be for 
19,300 head of cattle and 18,095 sheep for a 7.5 month period. The ratio of sheep 
to cattle is5:1. This estimate does not include the area contained within allotted 
lands. As the Indians at present own 4,962 beef cattle, the grazing resources 
are ample to allow for considerable expansion of this industry. 

The Monse irrigation district is located some 30 miles from the nearest tribal 
range. Good summer range will be provided in the Coyote Creek grazing unit. 
To provide spring and fall range for these people, it is proposed to block out an 
area of mountain land in the extreme west-central part of the reservation, east 
of the town of Malott. This area was selected because it provides good grazing 
and because of the large area of tribal lands within the unit. To restore this 
area to complete Indian control will require the purchase of some 10,621 acres 
of patented grazing land. This proposed grazing area lies within 8 miles of the 
irrigated lands, which will be the base of operations for these people. It will 
be very advantageous for this district to acquire this spring and fall range close 
to their farms. 

The Indians own 4,962 head of beef cattle and 640 dairy cattle and produce 
8,426 tons of hay, which is barely sufficient to carry these cattle over the winter. 
Obviously, the hay production must be increased before the cattle industry can 
be expanded to any extent. To partly remedy this situation, it is proposed that 
the larger portion of the land purchase fund be used for the purchase of the more 
productive agricultural lands. Also, as only 39.9 percent of the Indian-owned 
land is farmed by the Indians, a considerable increase in the hay production from 
this source is possible. 

The land program proposed for acquisition with the $100,000 tribal fund and 
the one best suited for the development of the livestock industry is as follows: 

1. Undeveloped irrigable agricultural lands in the Monse Irrigation Dis- 
trict. 

2. Mountain grazing lands in Malott district for spring and fall grazing. 

3. Various tracts of fee patented and allotted heirship lands containing a 
large portion of cultivable land located in Monse-Disautel, Nespelem, and 
Inchelium districts. 

4. Scattered key tracts of grazing land which either control stock water 
or are valuable to prevent trespass. 


Vv. LANDS RECOM MENDED FOR PURCHASE 


In accordance with the recommendation of the Land Acquisition-Use Commit- 
tee (report of October 25, 1939) the proposed purchase areas are confined within 
the Monse-Disautel, Nespelem, and Inchelium districts, which comprise the south 
half of diminished portion of the reservation. Although the larger number of 
tracts selected for purchase comprise fee patented lands, trust allotments in 
heirship status and, in special cases, individually owned allotments are also 
included. 

The following price schedule for the various types of land comprising the pur- 
chase area was made after a study of the productivity and costs of production 
of the lands and after consultation with the Colville Indian Agency staff, the 
county extension agent, the county assessor, and a number of the leading agri- 
culturists in the district. 











Type of land Adaptable for— Yield per acre Value per acre 
1. Range lands, based on carrying | Grazing.------- 12 to 35 acres per head (6 $1. 00-$2. 50 
capacity. | months). 

2. Subirrigated pasture, based on carry- | Pasture-_-__---- 7.5 to 2 acres per head (6 4. 00-15. 00 
ing capacity. months). 

3. Irrigated pasture, based on carrying |-_---- do.__.......| 5 to 1.5 acres per head (6 6. 00-20. 00 
capacity. | ie | ‘ a h 
a cy | 8 to 20 busbels............... | 

4. Dry farmed—grain and grain hay- -- ae hay.......| 0.75 to 1.5 tons.............- yy 8 00-25. 00 

5. Subirrigated meadowlands.---........| Wild hay ---..-- | 1 to 1.5 tons. ._........ senesced 15. 00-25. 00 

6. Irrigable undeveloped lands, depend- | Alfalfa_-_-_~-_-- 2.5 to 4.5 toms. ........-.....| 1!15.00-40.00 
ing upon topography and soils. } 

7. Developed irrigated lands---.........-|-.--- Bins ccnnscen] SO CURE. cuncnsucosunes 40. 00-50. 00 








1 Irrigation construction costs not included. 
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Owing to the fact that there is a considerable variance in conditions within 
the three districts which comprise the reservation, the proposed purchase program 
will be described by districts as follows: 


A. Monse-Disautel district 


The lands selected for purchase within this district comprise the following: 
(a) Undeveloped lands under the newly constructed Monse Irrigation 
District. 
(6) Mountain grazing lands in Malott area. 
(c) Seattered key tracts of grazing land desirable for stock water and 
trespass control. 
(d) Developed farm (Dunbar Ranch). 


(a) Lands under Monse Irrigation District 


| 








Acreage 
| Tract, | Value of 
Owner No. | | Irrigable, | improve- 
| Total | undevel- | Pasture Grazing ments 
} | oped, | 
cultivable 
Thomas Andrews estate (Indian allot- | | | | | 
I ett sehe kinetin steel 1} 80 Ss Dien tinreiaad TD 5 hina ane Pteames 
Eliza Picard estate (Indian allotment) - -_| 2 20 20 a a ae ee $50 
ed eee ee 3 22. 79 Be TO Noccdcccssbdssedenensos 225 
ik. Weis ae Sa kb ict nda onc --| 4); 2 | MOC DB A assis s kites a sk} cvsawedsi- ; 50 
Die ectniicntainindliciuiiics 5} 10 10 ae a i i Ra a 
Bernard McCauley.......-..........--- 6} 25 15 | <UL Re 60 
W.L. MeFarland_.--_................. oi 7| 20 | WW Cig 5k. Wea eeet Sees 
Felicite estate (Indian allotment) _-..__- 8 10 - 14 ie. Lathes asa h eaecdece 
Mackey Ingrim estate (Indian allot- | | 
MID ted Ard ce cisnde uceccsssohtedoes~ Be 2b Be wT Bue? SRE OI ite wit 
By as in iisan~ oni bide kbcslecSodxa ; 10] 10 | MM) Shit Alse. BENS BIL GM sckwssncddee 
Pe es i sink t ccdupanesss duciniite’ } i} 7.5 Fol Lecshsheny-Rdlvanteekb4ius spaewewdenccae 
a ae eel oe 12.5 | ME +. Seentiisiativmantinsl ac sah tiene Tie dion aie aneihe 
Sophie Marchand estate (Indian allot- | | | | | 
GN a disks ce chiddesics ose dds<tiod | 13 | 30 20 | WAG | iscsciicise fadtihicsassace 
Bey Gh NSUIIOND CUEREG 5c nee dedde dndndane | 14] 40 | 31 | OL clceniaitn |------------ 
ARE eee ee ee | 3.5 6.5 a . 
Mary Tom estate (Indian allotment)_._| 16} 116.1 | 24.5 MT , Cacee in aaa 
Rose Van Dellen (Indian allotment)....| 17) 21.5 | ea i te Tad OED os eo ecmbbaee 
Annie Jim (Indian allotment) - --...---- | 18] 81.13 62 neRSkE ein 19. 13 | 175 
James Jim estate (Indian allotment). __- 19 | 80 Tc cen Anieiteceath init 36 I acti sialic 
John Jim estate (Indian allotment).....| 20 | 93.15 | 20 a aaa road WE oat tacne 
Jessie Jim estate (Indian allotment).....| 21} 82 | 10 iL dee Ja 72 a issb. sess 
| 35.5 | 301. 88 | 560 


Total. cossnssoctocecsensanteceece|aoceny 801. 67 463. 14 


The estimated total value of the tracts included under (a) is $15,000. 

The location of the above tracts is shown on exhibit No. 3, the land-status 
map of the Monse project prepared by the Irrigation Division. If the area pro- 
posed for purchase is fully developed and planted to alfalfa, the estimated total 
annual yield of hay is 1,450 tons, sufficient to safely winter 1,160 head of cattle. 
It is assumed that 90 percent of the cultivable area would be cropped to alfalfa, 
that an average yield of 3.5 tons per acre would be obtained, and that the 
average amount of hay fed during the winter would equal 1.25 tons per head. 
Allowing 50 head of beef cattle per family, this area, with the Malott grazing 
unit that is to be acquired, should support 23 families. 
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(b) Mountain grazing lands—Malott area 




















Carrying capacity 
Owner Trac Acreage | 
No. Acres per Total cow- 
head per6 | months 
months | 
‘siete ‘i . ania 
SONNE SIS tee nave un cadwasadaaauadadions smpumenicdnactes 22 640 12 320 
ee ids acnccetccccceckipcesmitbedsoceuke 23 160 18 54 
I ik SE ga rcins ans baeeane as oa aeeienia ae 24 629 | 18 209 
Okanogan County--.-_-....------ ccanenodinsbhiassiat | 25 1, 146 | 20 \ 500 
Edward G. Peopl 200 8 
tdwar 9 italic as lias cich aes indi esi pcan ands tie 26 200 18 7 
400 12 I} 266 
R. I. Carpenter, 2/3; Okanogan County, 1/3.......--.-- 27 | 640 | 25 | 156 
POE IN Gs os concadosncasns shacbucbdngsacekcanecad | 301 25 | 72 
O88 EC WNNic Sent veelovess polthian Reitts atest thiamin ee 29 | 2, 196 20 658 
iF; Sh eb hintineacawhudcesahes ce ete es ED 30 627 | 20 188 
I I ote oe eg oo Le | cal 320 | 20 96 
GHEE a, MEO UOIES. ....... .<sscwnsibemenbe beematenwe. 32 1, 087 | 20 * 325 
I tc sis sds corn nies Oo ae ima kite 33 | 51 | 20 15 
Bd | Re een 34 | 781 | 20 234 
Io. occkonanaecacauitencnncdleatoxeuen 35 | 480 | 20 144 
Daas cntindcoubatecumuie es 36 | 311 20 93 
BOR i ntinicn a bciediaiiaaideiecichatiicliadahaaeiaiaddEal os: WO AGE bcce nth Le 3, 330 
| | 








Note.—The above land is all fee patented. 


The estimated total value of the patented grazing lands in this area (tracts 
22-36) is $17,200. 

Within the proposed Malott grazing unit, there is contained a total of 9,704 
acres of tribal and trust grazing land, in addition to the patented lands pro- 
posed for purchase. The total estimated carrying capacity of the entire unit is 
as follows: 


Carrying capacity 














Acreage 
Acres per | Total 
head per cow-months 
6 months 
Patented lands, tracts 22 to 36, inclusive...............-..-.--| 10, 621 19 | 3, 330 
Tribal and trust grazing lands__..........--.---- ieewnale 9, 704 | 20 2, 910 
DNs ssi icdccccctanee seaseiiinbestneestteeee yaa BS Dg bn ht | 6, 240 


Assuming that this area would be grazed for a period of 5 months, half of 
this period in the spring and half in the fall, the estimated total carrying 
capacity for this period is for 6,240 divided by 5 equals 1,248 head of cattle. 
Thus, the winter carrying capacity of the home ranches (estimated at 1,160 
head) will be balanced with this spring and fall grazing unit and summer range 
will be provided on the Coyote Creek unit. 
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(c) Scattered tracts for stock water and trespass control 


| | | Estimated 

Tract | Owner Total Dry-farmed | Grazing | value of 

No. | land | land | improve- 

| ments 
— _ —_———$ SS —| ~ — - ee —} 

OF -7 DambeestenG 5 ass ooo 5S este Ss- se) 320 | i6 | 304 | $450 
Fn ohn dba eiricncdocin Sines saath C—O Be tecicenenandins 
39 | James Gile._..........- vibe asabeel ta ontharruae ae tions . can 
40 | Okanogan County... -- sist Miata Aon seen) 160 \--- , 
GE 4 Be, BH Bendis okin die soe cnx puke ill SU Tanke coceanbon 160 100 
et ee CIE ve cdaietidn ancniewncheuaiud 160 | 3 160 | 100 


The estimated total value of tracts 37 to 42, inclusive, included under (c) is 
$2,650. 


(d) Mark Dunbar ranch 


a ES CAIRN OPT ee oa) at RE Rigel ARR, AER IN Oe eS oie 42a 
a al a Oa ok erniomen rae 137. 10 
I a cla el a ai ee 
I a ca mscteueuiannnuarinenatanit 8 
oti Alaa a 5s addin Slane ise alecanaitin aad cha abeerciineenaen agar abo eat abt anise Ses 30 
Value improvements_.____~--.-.-.---+.- Bice eed i eesti ta desl are ineet tte $1, 250 


Estimated | 


District | Total | Irrigable, | Dry | Pasture or| value im- | Estimated 
cultivable | farmed grazing | prove- | total value 

ments 
A. Monse irrigation. ce . 463 |_. 338 $560 | $15, 000 
B. Malott grazing area cain 10, 621 |_.-- y 50, 621 | 1,170 | 17, 200 
C, Seattered tracts... -- : 1, 200 | | 16 | 1, 184 | 650 | 2, 650 
D. Dunbar Ranch... sal 137 43 | 94 | 1, 250 | 4, 500 
eT, 12, 759 506 | 16 12, 237 3, 630 39, 350 








The location of the tracts comprising groups (b), (c), and (d) are shown on 
the accompanying map, exhibit No. 2. 


B. Nesepelem district 


In this district a large portion of the more productive lands are now in Indian 
ownership. Also, many of the white owners of the more desirable farms do not 
wish to sell. For these reasons, a smaller percentage of the land-purchase fund 
is proposed for expenditure in this district as the money can be more advan- 
tageously spent and the land need is more urgent in the Monse-Disautel and the 
Inchelium districts. The tracts proposed for purchase include: 

(a) Improved farms. 
(0) Grazing lands to provide stock water and trespass control. 
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(a) Improved farms in Nesepelem district 




















Acreage Estimated value 
| Tract | | 
Owner | No. Sub- | Pasture 
Total | Irrigable,| irrigated,| Dry- | or | Tim- | Improve- 
| icultivable| culti- | farmed} grazing | ber | ments 
vated 
| } | | } | 
i Bos SONNE. 5 bone canctdcen! 43 191 | 11 | 53 66 | Oh Ak. oae ade $2, 750 
DO te: CHUN gcc hoa eines 44 BD Uhicnnne ses alten 13 Se too akeaded 325 
Aliza Tospelus, Indian allot- | | 
as citatnsk dei cankeais ae’ 45 | 40 39 |----------]-+---+-- eee | 150 
Tale Kalsonmy estate, Indian | 
COUN crac saacete anton sg! 46 62 Se tan oe 48 | Se Rccasaad 225 
Chapala estate, Indian allot- | | 
ment. __. EB n 47 RE edgar na Vacate 25 32 $300 | 150 
Cultus Charley estate, In- | | 
dian allotment..__.-- acai 48 80 when SP A ecccknene aE TOR fice ccccas 
Charley estate, Indian allot- | 
ment___- cba 49 Bt. ates ee 45 Pe Bntimnanad 
Lucy Sach-ti-ta estate, In- 
dian allotment...........-_| 50 76 ae eid te 2 Te ts .«.-- 2 
J. R. Richardson. -_.._-- 51 280 ue nF: 25 255 | 1,200 | 340 
F. E. Seeley------ ited 52 90 16 len. 2 W hn 1,005 
Total_- Biecteaiirca sali 1, 091 65 208 177 641 | 4,190 4, 945 


The estimated value of tracts Nos. 43 to 52, inclusive, comprising group (@) 
and including the estimated timber value is $21,100. 


(b) Grazing lands in Nesepelem district 





7 
Tract Total | Value of Value of 


Owner No. acreage | timber | improve- 
| ments 
| 
Robert B. Dixon... j 53 320 — $315 
Elsworth Dill 54 | 120 | 55 
Cecele Charley estate, Indian allotment bet 55 99 | $860 |-...--- 
Little Man Chief estate, Indian allotment : 56 | eehiventim-o=¢i-asoe 
William Bell. 57 170 |.- aE |-- det 
Jos. P. Thill. _- 58 80 Cai si aiiten 
Ferry County_.-- 59 920| 1,400 |....._-- 
A. L. Ricca estate : ‘ | 60 80 | 300 |--------- 
C. F. MeGuire 61 160 | 250 |_- 
:;  Secovrr me a ai 2,031 | 2,810 | 370 


The estimated value of tracts Nos. 53-61, inclusive, comprising group (b) 
and including the timber value is $6,650. 
The purchases proposed for the Nespelem district total as follows: 

















| Acreage Estimated value 
Irrigated, Dry | Pasture leaaieonbe’ Total 
Total | subirrigated,| farmed or Timber ments value 
cultivated | | grazing | 

dhe wilt o/s MidP, u gea) A) A eG) oe Sh ee eee Tit 
(a2) Improved farms... 1, 091 273 177 641 $4, 190 $4, 945 $21, 100 
(b) Grazing lands. - 2, 031 ; 2, 031 2, 810 | 370 6, 650 

. snigemnnieiieanaaiaitiiie winpninlhietne pitt - | _ 

Total. __. i | $3,122 273 177 2, 672 7,000 | 5,315 | 27,750 
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The timber estimates shown under groups B (@) and B (b) were obtained 
from the CCC reconnaissance timber cruise and are subject to correction by the 
Forestry Division. The locations of the tracts comprising these groups are 
shown on the index map accompanying this report. 


C. Inchelium district 


As may be observed from the accompanying index map—Exhibit No. 2—this 
district is well provided with tribal range lands in close proximity to the farms. 
The Indians’ need in this area is for agricultural lands for hay production. 
This is especially true since the snowfall is greater in this part of the reserva- 
tion and a larger quantity of hay is required to carry the cattle over the 
winter. The average amount of hay fed to cattle in this district during the 
winter season is 2.0 tons. 

The following tracts are recommended for purchase in this area, all con- 
taining agricultural lands and being producing properties. 





(a) Farms recommended for purchase—Incheliwm district 





Acreage 
| I nN ell Value im- 
Owner Tract | prove- 
| No. | | Irrigated or Dry_ | Pasture | ments 
| Total | subirrigated,| farmed or 
| | cultivable | | grazing | 
| j 
Anna Paul estate—Indian allotment- -_--- | 62 80 | 30 | ee 50 : 
Old Paul estate—Indian allotment._-__-_- | 63 | 100 | | EL 50 $50 
Mrs. Donald McInnis-----__- istieaaheiunaiiel | 64 | 290 105 22 163 350 
See casita eileen 65 | 142 PT ckones td 700 
Mary Stenagar estate—Indian allotment- 66 | OP ficcnnasckn 50 45 500 
| ee Oe ee OTR ee 240 | we 4i3.. 170 550 
Francois Joseph estate—Indian allotment 68 120 dice nied 25 = 
IS Sante necenoeraccasseeanses | 69 120 i ee 95 2, 915 
a a seem | 70] 120 45 5 60 600 
Staadard & Phelps----_-_-- iavicceigietienatn 71 140 43 10 87 1, 700 
CE OO sccncacnctass Ss cies tbibe 7 280 10 270 25) 
Ee aaa one eee ei 1,727 156 122 1, 149 6, 315 


We 


The total estimated valuation of tracts Nos. 62 to 72, inclusive, listed above 
under C (a) is $32,900. 


D. Summary of purchase program 


| Acreage 
Number Estimated 
District of tracts Irrigation value 
Total or subir- Dry Pasture or 
| rigation farmed grazing 


cultivable 


TION sic cian ce cpus cine 43 12, 759 506 16 12, 237 $39, 350 
to ae oe ener ae 18 3, 122 273 177 2, 672 27, 750 
PE the iain navadcoestes ll 1, 727 456 122 1, 149 32, 900 

weet. ce Sani soe een 72 17, 608 1, 235 315 16, 058 100, 000 


E. Alternate selections 
In all probability it may not be possible to purchase some of the above tracts 
at the appraised valuation. In this case, the following are submitted as alter- 
nate selections : 
(a) Monse-Disautel district—Alternate tracts 





Acreage Estimated 
Zee i... : te ____| value of 
Owner | No. improve- 
| Total Dry culti- Grazing ments 
| vated 
George R. Ward__-- 7 720 60 660 $1, 100 i 


David Kaye (Indian allotment) --...-.-..-._-| 74 | AD Shans 110 
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(b) Nespelem District—Alternate tracts 


No alternate selections for this district are recommended at this time. 
additional tracts are found that are desirable it is proposed that any funds 
which cannot be used to carry out the program outlined be used in the Inchelium 
district where many alternate selections have been proposed. 


(c) Inchelium district—Alternate tracts 


| 
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Unless 

















| Acreage | estimat Estimated value 
| | Use 
Owner Tract Irrigable or Pasture | 
No. | Total subirri- ry- or Timber | Improve- 
gable, farmed ments 
| cultivable 
| | | 
Mrs. J. J. Pietrzykowski-_-.-.-.-.-.-- 75 | 525 | 10 65 | 450 $3, 200 $400 
= _ nsgar estate, Indian allot- } 
SEES AS ae eee ee 76 | 80 12 38 | Eden, 100 
Chas. r Hall, Indian allotment- 77 | 80 & |..adcadal BO ded, cncudsuae 
Joseph Jose ph estate, Indian allot- | | 
ment__ pee 78 | TG hildesoaccha.- 25 | SO 8sUsiinae 250 
Christine Joseph estate, Indian | 
allotment__-_----- sisi taste 79 Be ia dstatieharases 25 | 90 BE Citkclnintehon 
Charles Blackard -_.-.....--.------ 80 PO eied..-.s25.- 3 OF Lindemann dL cinncenkiwls 
E. Anthony Co Win mcchasone 81 | DOU Aare cabana lacpadibied WOO niiddinwenutinueeaesean 
Joe Pichette estate, Indian allot- | 
Eat adencaet nkamennded 82 | BOO | isnt 25 | 125 TO hisotiectes 
Christine Pichette estate, Indian | 
allotment. Salil int abencchieli 83 ROO i ahs cain 45 | 95 400 320 
i ME haa ea 84 SO cn dcateieet eee OO ceca Sen saeeceiee 
PUY CMT focus cckeissacecuad | 85 EP Viwus Avontetete san tae BS Ciihecbcebibonne secant 





Dovue.ias CLARK, 
Assistant Land Field Agent. 
San Francisco, Cauir., January 3, 1940. 


[Attachment 8 (Colville) ] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, July 1, 1940. 
Mr. Lovis BALSAM, 
Field Representative in Charge, 
Colwille Agency. 


My Dear Mr. BAtsamM: Reference is made to the resolution adopted by the 
Colville Business Council on January 13, requesting that 25 percent of the 
annual income of the Colville Indian Tribe be appropriated and used for the 
purchase of land for tribal purposes. 

At the request of the Colville Indians, an appropriation of $100,000 of tribal 
funds was included in the Third Deficiency Appropriation Act, fiscal year 1939. 
These funds will enable the purchase of approximately 20,000 acres, whereas 
the estimated needs of this tribe are in the neighborhood of 90,000 acres. A 
yearly appropriation of one-fourth of the tribal income will be a definite step 
toward supplying the land needs of these Indians. 

In considering the most feasible procedure to be followed in obtaining the 
necessary authority to carry out the desire of the business council, it is not be- 
lieved that special legislation should be requested, but that each year when the 
amount to be expended is known, an item can be inserted in the yearly appro- 
priation bill. In view of the present appropriation of $100,000 for the purchase 
of land, it is not believed that the tribe intended that additional funds were to 
be requested for the next fiscal year. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN HERRICK, 
Assistant to the Commissioner. 
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PART II. SPOKANE RESERVATION 


Since the inauguration of the acquisition program in 1941 the 
Spokane Tribe, State of Washington, has acquired an aggregate of 
6,982.92 acres (19 tracts) of land. Of this amount 6,103.16 acres (11 
tracts) of alienated land were returned to trust status and the re- 
mainder, 879.76 acres (8 tracts), were acquired while in a trust status. 

Authorities for acquisitions are shown in the following attach- 
ments: 

- Tribal resolution dated October 1, 1940. 
. Project plan dated January 24, 1941. 
; Letter of transmittal dated January 24, 1941, from Land 
Field Agent to Superintendent, Colville Agency. 

The records do not reflect t any tribal purchases prior to inception of 
this program. The Spokane Tribe does not presently have a “key 
tract” purchase program. 

The dates of acquisition, Renee to fiscal years, are as follows: 


Tribal purchases of alien- 


Tribal purchases of trust 
ated lands 


or restricted lands 





| 
Fiscal year Be be: 
| 











Number of Acreage Number of Acreage 
tracts | | tracts 
eee. ictal al cnt ag, Et pzaskns si aed 
Blip : ae aes sail 8 5, 814. 52 | 5 480. 00 
iceides ao 1 anieie oak ane | 2 149. 64 | l 80. 00 
anes , onthnene . hpecaleel 1 | 139. 00 | 1 79. 76 
Wo cae dbe te suet oScctec teks -|-- naite eects 1 240. 00 
DE wicareddcedurctavdeets vausabetunbnes 11 6, 103. 16 8 879. 76 


The purpose of the acquisition project was to consolidate and in- 
crease the grazing range, to purchase farmlands to produce hay for 
winter feed of livestock, and to have better fire control. 

The land is being utilized in various range units, mining leases or 
tribal assignments to individual Indians for their use. Of the total 
acreage 70 percent is being utilized by individual Indians and the 
remainder by non-Indians. 

The following gives a summary by tracts and acreages : 


Tribal own hased land 


| Utilization Tracts | Acreage 
itl adeg tide ak k weak op Sree oe bad | Jo Sh. 
OR NE oo cee aen et np onscuseon Range units______- 7 na 5, 496. 96 |. ; 
Assignments. - - - -- ‘ 6 516, 20 
Mining leases... -- ai 2 90. 0° 
Purchased allotted land. -- aewewcocsennel Range units__.-- OR bietancee 879. 76 
Medi ati sowie As. dds : . dod 115 18 | 6,376.72 606. 20 


1 Because of some tracts being utilized for 2 separate purposes, both were counted in different categories, 
thus the discrepancies in tracts, 23 rather than 19 (total acreage did not change). 





{Attachment 1 (Spokane) ] 


RESOLUTION OF THE SPOKANE TRIBAL COUNCIL 


At a special meeting of the tribal council held at Wellpinit, Wash., on 
October 1, 1940, at which Douglas Clark, assistant land field agent, was present, 
to consider the land purchase program for the expenditure of $30,000 of tribal 
funds authorized by Congress for the acquisition of lands, the following resolu- 
tion was adopted. 
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It is the recommendation that first consideration be given to the acquisition 
of the white-owned patented tracts of grazing and timber lands, a large acreage 
of which has been logged off, located in the eastern part of the Spokane Reser- 
vation, principally east of Sand Creek. The area of these tracts is estimated 
as being 6,357 acres. Any funds remaining after the purchase of this land should 
be used in acquiring white-owned agricultural lands, giving first consideration to 
the most productive lands that can be acquired at the appraised valuation. The 
acquisition of the logged-off tracts of patented lands is of first importance because 
of the following reasons : 

1. The Chamokane grazing unit will be consolidated, which is advantageous 
because it will make possible the control of trespass of white-owned cattle on 
Indian lands. 

A. It will allow for the proper fire control of this area. 

B. It will facilitate the forest and range management of the area involved. 

2. A considerable portion of the logged-off lands may be cleared and developed 
for agriculture. If not acquired by the tribe, these tracts may be purchased by 
white farmers and developed into farms, further increasing the trespass and 
administrative problems. 

Approved this 1st day of October 1940. 

SPOKANE INDIAN TRIBAL CoUNCIL, 
By Dan SHERWOOD, Chairman. 
GEORGE CORNELIUS, Secretary. 


[Attachment 2 (Spokane) ] 


LAND ACQUISITION PROJECT PLAN FOR THE INDIANS OF THE SPOKANE INDIAN 
RESERVATION, STEVENS COUNTY, WASH., TRIBAL FUND PROJECT, 1941 


I. INTRODUCTION 


The Interior Department Appropriation Act for the fiscal year 1941, approved 
June 18, 1940, contains the following item providing $30,000 of tribal funds for 
land acquisition for the Indians of the Spokane Reservation : 

“For the purchase of Indian-owned and privately owned lands, improvements 
on lands, or any interest in lands, including water rights for Indians of the 
Spokane Reservation, Wash., $30,000, payable from any funds on deposit to the 
credit of the Indians of said reservation: Provided, That title to land or improve- 
ments so purchased shall be taken in the name of the United States in trust for 
the Indians of the Spokane Reservation.” 

The purpose of this report is the recommendation of a specific land purchase 
program to be carried out in accordance with the above act. The program 
recommended has been approved by the Spokane Indian Tribal Council. Upon 
its acceptance by the superintendent and by the Indian Office, the work of 
procuring options on the lands proposed for purchase will immediately be 
embarked upon. 

II. STATUS OF LANDS WITHIN RESERVATION 


The Spokane Indian Reservation was established by Executive order of 
January 18, 1881, and finally by a joint resolution of Congress of January 19, 
1902. Under an act of May 29, 1908, approximately 628 Indians were allotted 
65,114 acres of land and 1,247.3 acres were set aside for church, school, agency, 
and townsite purposes. By proclamation of May 22, 1909, the President opened 
the surplus lands to settlement, of which 5,781 acres were classified as agricul- 
tural lands. Of the surplus lands 82,647.5 acres were classified as timber and 
reserved for tribal use. 

The present status of the lands within the reservation is as follows: 


Acres 
ATiewated) winG@l Ossi oa ibe ine ia aie ee iis 20, 858 
Tribal JaRGS .. .0.nnnnossliiciussldiendiged Gee eee ee 83, 496 
Restricted. alietted Jandel. oo ee ad a ea 50, 210 
Admintotration Gites. ous we oe ee ee Sie 473 


Total 


BS — 


SDSL 


en COLD LEO TT -—-+-— 
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IIL, DESCRIPTION OF RESERVATION 


(a) Location.—The Spokane Reservation lies wholly in Stevens County, in the 
northeastern part of Washington. It is bounded on the north by the 48th 
parallel, on the east by Chamokane Creek, on the south by the Spokane River, 
and on the west by the Columbia River. The maximum length of the reserva- 
tion is east-west, being 30% miles along the northern boundary, and the width 
14% miles in the central part. The area included is 155,037 acres. The Spokane 
Subagency is located at Wellpinit, which is the principal settlement on the reser- 
vation, being located in the south-central part of the area. From Wellpinit the 
distance to the city of Spokane is 40 miles to the southeast. The nearest high- 
way point is Reardon, which is 17 miles by graveled road to the south. 

(b) Topography.—The reservation is occupied mainly by rolling benchland. 
The Huckleberry Mountains, lying principally north of the area, extend into the 
northwestern part of the reservation. This area comprises the most mountain- 
ous and rugged part of the reservation. Here two prominent mountains, one of 
which is known as Lookout Mountain, are the dominating features and attain 
elevations of 4,000 feet. The lowest point is at the southwest corner of the 
reservation, at the confluence of the Spokane and Columbia Rivers, where the 
elevation is 1,000 feet. The drainage of much of the mountainous are mentioned 
is by Sand Creek, which flows southwesterly to the Spokane River. The eastern 
part of the reservation is drained principally by Little Chamokane Creek and by 
Sams Creek, which flows southeasterly into Chamokane Creek. 

(e) Vegetation.—The Spokane Reservation contains a fair stand of timber 
which occurs over a large part of the reservation. The timber consists of western 
yellow pine 75 percent, Douglas-fir 15 percent, and western larch 10 percent. 
The Indian-owned commercial timber is estimated by the USIS Division of For- 
estry to be distributed over an area of 121,429 acres, to have a volume of 363,980 
thousands, and to be valued at $909,950. A large part of the timbered area is 
brushy. Many types of brush occur, including snowberry, chokecherry, moun- 
tain elder, ash, aspen, willow, servesberry, alder, cottonwood, wild rose, sumak, 
kinnikinic, and Oregon grape. The range grasses include pinegrass, gramme- 
grass, wheat and rye bunchgrass, slender wheatgrass, and cheat. The average 
earrying capacity of the grazing lands is estimated by the Division of Forestry 
to be 20 acres per head (stock cow or steer) for a 6-month period. 

(ad) Climate.—The summers in this area are fairly warm and the winters mod- 
erately cold, the extreme temperatures ranging from 100° to —20°. The average 
annual precipitation is 15 inches and occurs throughout 10 months of the year, 
July and August usually being without rainfall. The average date of the last 
killing frost in the spring is about May 15 and that of the first killing frost in the 
fall September 25, making the length of the growing season 133 days. Snow 
usually occurs over the area from about December 1 until March 1. 

(e) Transportation and facilities.—The reservation is well provided with good 
graveled roads, many of which have been constructed with CCCID labor. State 
Highway No. 22, from Davenport to Kettle Falls, passes through the eastern part 
of the reservation. From Wellpinit, State Highway No. 10, one of the main high- 
ways across the State, is accessible at Reardon, 17 miles by graveled road to the 
south. State Highway No. 395, from Spokane to Colville and British Columbia 
points, is reached at Springdale, which is 7 miles by road from the northeast 
corner of the reservation. 

The Spokane Subagency is located at Wellpinit in the south-central part, which 
is the principal trading center on the reservation. Grade and high schools are 
maintained at Wellpinit under county management. Two grade schools are also 
maintained in the western part of the reservation, and from the eastern part 
Indian children attend schools at Ford, across Chamokane Creek from the reser- 
vation, and at Springdale. 

The nearest railroad shipping points are at Reardon, 17 miles by road to the 
south, which is on the Northern Pacific Railroad, and at Springdale to the north, 
which is on a branch line of the Great Northern Railroad. 

Electric power is provided at Wellpinit by the Washington Water Power Co., 
the power being generated at the Little Falls powerplant on the Spokane River. 
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(f) Indian population and distribution —The total enrollment of the Spokane 
Indians is 898. There are 134 families, or 692 individuals, living on the reserva- 
tion, as follows: 








| Families Individuals 











EEe eee: Cnt TOMER VOEEOE on ncn nsacwcncaes cernieunshcssivtaaailtad tasaee tebtneaes otis thee enero 122 644 
Enrolled elaswhere. ...........- on cnceesnce ce AA PR LL 10 40 
Nonenrolieds ol curt les tust_lawctoluceh-paigiawciisd- abasy 4-dee seed 2 8 

RON a aretearrapsihitentiin «snc dieniten materiel ee 134 692 





The majority of these Indians live on their allotments which are well dis- 
tributed over the reservation. 

(9) Types of farming.—Practically all of the farming on the reservation is 
done without irrigation. For this reason the crops produced are limited largely 
to hay and grain. The agency extension report for 1939 shows the tillable acre- 
age within the Indian-owned area of the reservation to be 17,943. Of this area 
9,646 acres are actually farmed, 5,560 acres by Indians and 4,086 acres by non- 
Indians. The acreage planted to the various crops and the yield obtained on the 
Indian-farmed land is shown by the extension report to be as follows: 


Acreage Total yield Yield per 
acre 


I tendwtinencditcnimmaminennenteeniecedendeues 60 








The livestock industry is one of the principal industries of the Spokane In- 
dians, and has promise of development. Therefore, the lands considered for 
purehase are those which will be of greatest benefit to this industry. At the 
present time, 105 Indian families on the reservation own 670 head of beef 
eattle and, in addition, 109 families own 285 head of dairy cattle. The oppor- 
tunities for the expansion of this industry are apparent. Approximately 1.5 
tons of hay per head is required to feed the cattle over the winter months. In 
the event that all of the Indian-farmed land were used for hay production, this 
production would average about 3,788 tons, or sufficient to winter 2,525 head 
of cattle. On the reservation, 125,916 acres are used for grazing, and this area 
is sufficient to carry from 4,000 to 6,000 head of cattle for the remainder of the 
year. Of this grazing area, 69,056 acres are at present used as Indian range 
and the remaining area is leased in 2 units as sheep range to white operators. 

Considerable difficulty has been experienced by the Indians from the trespass 
on the Indian range of white-owned cattle. The tracts of land proposed for ; 
purchase are those which will consolidate the Indian range. With the elimina- i 
tion of the white-owned lands within the Indian range, there will no longer ; 
be a basis for the grazing of white-owned cattle and the trespass problems it 

should be largely eliminated. if 
(h) Indian employment and income.—The agency extension report for 1939 If 

shows the average annual income of the Spokane Indians to be $485 per family. 
In addition to their agricultural activities, many of the Indians derive their 
| living from the cutting and sale of cordwood for fuel. There is a good market in 
Spokane for the cordwood, and this furnishes an ideal outlet for Indian labor 1 
and allows the disposal of the lower grade species of timber. 


Me COREG) «ccs csnapeengeenntareinn ae 154 1 308 12.0 
STIG Sal i «as tispsersnrsicquneisnsanccasictercnieinevesalllcdcg die ailiaeaaiet ama aeaneae 42 140 1,9 
NII sn enseciienninimeiiel vrediiieamdues nine 145 1120 1.8 
We BP sek hha ER AL RUA 120 1.4 
@taten: Bayes isi iss-csss - Dacwowiba leds. ja-oskan- in 1,810 11, 500 1.8 ; 
FN ol Rae Reartincteentuclsmenihn Kesgith nee teased 1, 210 215, 200 212.6 ; 
ire teeta tienen bas aueea acdceate ns ace 510 2 10, 200 2 20.0 f 
Wi os. 1d UU LR Sid 80 21,200 215.0 
4 
a 
! Tons. ii 
* Bushels. i 
i 





pe ee 


Spee 


30451—58——39 
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IV. PRESENT SITUATION AND LAND NEEDS OF RESERVATION 


It is the opinion that the development of the livestock industry offers the most 
promising method of increasing the income of the Spokane Indians. To aid in 
the development of this industry, the acquisition of two classes of lands on the 
reservation are recommended, as follows: 

1. Acquisition of patented lands comprising scattered tracts of logged-over 
grazing lands which will consolidate the Indian range into Indian ownership and 
thereby eliminate the trespass of outside cattle. 

2. Acquisition of patented tracts comprising developed farmlands for the pro- 
ductien of hay for winter feed of livestock. 

The acquisition of the white-owned, logged-over tracts of patented grazing 
lands will consolidate the area known as the Chamokane grazing unit, which is 
used as a range for the Indian livestock, into Indian ownership. This acquisi- 
tion will benefit the Indian livestock industry for the following reasons; (1) It 
will make possible the control of the trespass of white-owned cattle on Indian 
lands which in the past has been a disturbing problem; (2) it will allow for the 
proper fire control of this area by the Indian Forestry Division and thus decrease 
the loss of range because of fires; (3) it will facilitate the forestry and range 
management of the area involved and thereby better conserve the timber and 
range; (4) it will increase the carrying capacity of the Indian range; (5) it will 
prevent further development of white-owned, logged-off lands for agricultural 
purposes, which would allow additional white cattlemen to obtain a foothold 
on the reservation, thereby adding to the difficulties of tresspass control. 

The acquisition of additional farmlands for hay production is advantageous 
for the expansion of the Indian cattle industry. This will also provide lands for 
the settlement thereon of some of the younger Indian families. 


Vv. LANDS RECOMMENDED FOR PURCHASE 


(a) Description of lands.—The purchase of all of the tracts of patented, white- 
owned, logged-off grazing lands and some of the Indian-owned, fee-patented lands 
of this class on the reservation lying east of Sand Creek, but excluding the area 
classed as agricultural land which lies along Chamokane Creek on the eastern 
border of the reservation, is proposed. This acquisition will consolidate the range 
land in the northeastern part of the reservation into Indian ownership. There are 
19 owners involved in this proposed purchase, and the total acreage is 6,498 acres. 
On 5 of the tracts proposed for purchase, 113 acres of the logged-off land has been 
cleared and is cultivated or is cultivable. On 4 of these tracts, limited improve- 
ments have been made which are tentatively valued at $1,031. 

After the purchase of the above lands, it is proposed to use the remaining 
funds for the acquisition of developed farmland. The purchase of the farm owned 
by O. W. Lanham, described as tract No. 20, is proposed but, in the event that this 
tract is not available at the appraised valuation, one or more similar tracts are 
proposed for purchase which may be available. The Lanham tract comprises 
200 acres, of which about 100 acres are cultivated. Of the cultivated area, ap- 
proximately 60 acres are subirrigated and 40 acres are dry farmed. 

The location of the 20 tracts proposed for purchase is shown on the accompany- 
ing map of the reservation, which is marked “Exhibit No. 3.” 
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(b) Price schedule of lands.—The following price schedule for the various types 
of land comprising the purchase area was made after a study of the productivity 
and the costs of production of the lands and after consultation with the Colville 
Agency staff, the county extension agent, and the county assessor. 


: 
| 
| 
| 

Type of land | Adaptable for— Yield per acre Value per acre 


1. RemeeMNGR. ced cdncaddasdd Grazing_............| 30 acres per head per 6 months | $1.50 to $3. 
to 15 acres per head per 
6 months. 


2. Cultivable dry-farmed lands...| Grain, grain hay_._-. Wheat, . ye bushels; hay, | $8 to $30. 
75 to 1. ns. 
3. Cultivable subirrigated lands__| Alfalfa_......._--- -| 2 t6 3.5 SNE 0 netted care ani $35 to $65. 


(c) Classification of lands proposed for purchase 


Farmland 




















Tract} Value im- Grazing- Total 
Owner No. proved land acreage 
Subirri- Dry acreage 
gable 

Deer Park Lumber Co-............-.---. B bewwememcews chin cud eiddsssldeee od 4, 722 4,722 

Stevens County----.... e 393 420 

C. A. Ruckhaber 80 80 

Louis Orende-__.-_-_.- 80 80 
ast IID sc ntccenanchlaseniantpenptieinidactaidon’ 116 oné6- | 

EE igs oe cence caida cawdaioa 40 80 

I I ee | 2) ceuecuchnalenpepesceadilinetonens 40 40 

a OS ae SS ae | 8 106) 463.342.0858 15 25 40 
Virginia Kathan............-..13.-(%-<u OE... aksnadannenhaehtmedaiedal 80 80 | 

Charles Ludwick. WS lense rp sacbonlediiiinacsaceoneeal 80 80 
Claude Markee...- Bali iid ookuelriecs Ih otk 80 80 | 
J. U. Nordlund... 12 117 1 20 99 120 
ern cetanesinteneseusants EP hincened ski ininitaesaameeant 80. 09 80..09 | 
Thomas Haines_.-..................-.-. Ook SR AS Lee 80. 06 80. 06 i 
Albert Oars) i eit5. io. dS 26 huiiinia| ais cal bll sade 80. 13 80. 13 | 
Clarence Haines. .......:-.....-----..3- be: Fy be -tey<cppemtboegore--ade~laey b= 80, 20 80. 20 | 
WE EEE TiO acenreet amanuninncnan 17 Tae Usonianlakesein 10 70 80 Fi 
Wy Tai. 8 ed $8 PIBAUUIE BAY SAA OA 80 80 ie 
Losy Haines Cary. -2.- Jousss20- cl. cus- Winseisi- sh the- bere. Lahiuss 80 80 | 
VE cittaicuinhiduaetacsbada 20 | 3, 500 | 60 40 100 200 i 
momasuls_wislilw Latent ob held 4, 831 61 | 182 | 6,486.48 | 6, 008 48 j 
(d) Estimated valuation of lands proposed for purchase i 
1. Range lands, 6,485.48 acres, at $2.50 per acre......--.....-...--. $16, 213. 00 Y 
2. Cultivable dry, 152 acres, at $30 per acre..._----....----.--+.--. 4, 560. 00 i 
8. Cultivated, subirrigated, 61 acres, at $60 per acre_....-...-.-.- 3, 660. 00 i 
Total valuation of lands..._......--...--- s panhencanattinletiioin 24, 433.00 
Average per acre yaluation of lands___---.-...----+--...-------.- 3. 77 i 

Estimated valuation of improvements._.......-...---.-------.. 4, 831. 00 

Total value of land and improvements_.....-..--.-------.---~---- 29, 264. 00 
Average. per acre value of land and improvements_.__...-.-.--~-~- 4.51 i 


VI. EXHIBITS 

The following exhibits accompany this report : 
‘ 
: 


No. 1. Resolution of Spokane Tribal Council approving land acquisition 
program recommended.* 
No, 2. Photographs of lands proposed for purchase.” 
No. 3! Map of Spokane Reservation showing location of lands proposed 
for purchase.” 
niall Doveras CLARK, 


oz 


pS 


Assistant Land Field Agent. 
San FrRANcIScO, CALir., January 24, 1941. 


1 Previously printed in this report. 
2 On file with the committee for reference purposes. 
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{Attachment 8 (Spokane) ] 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, FIELD SERVICE, 
San Francisco, Calif., January 24, 1941. 
Re submittal of project plan. 
Mr. Frep A. Gross, 
Superintendent, Colville Indian Agency, 
Nespelem, Wash. 


Dear Mr. Gross: I send you herewith a copy of a land acquisition project plan 
for the Indians of the Spokane Reservation. This plan provides for the ex- 
penditure of the $30,000 of tribal funds which was appropriated by Congress 
for the purchase of lands for the Spokane Indians during the fiscal year 1941. 

It would be appreciated if you would comment on this report in a letter 
directed to Mr. Stewart, with a copy to this office. Any suggestions by yourself 
or the members of your staff for the improvement of this plan would be welcomed. 

The Deer Park Lumber Co. has tentatively agreed to sell the 4,722 acres 
owned by them on the reservation to the Government at an average price of 
$2 per acre. 

Sincerely yours, 
DovueLas CLARK, 
Assistant Land Field Agent. 


San FrRANcISoO, Carir., January 24, 1941. 
Re submittal of project plan. 
Mr, J. M. STEWART, 
Director of Lands, Office of Indian Affairs, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Stewart: In accordance with instructions contained in office letter 
of July 18, 1940, a land acquisition project plan for the Indians of the Spokane 
Reservation has been prepared and the report is submitted herewith in triplicate. 
This project plan provides for the expenditure of $30,000 of tribal funds appro- 
priated by Congress for the purchase of lands for these Indians during the 
fiseal year 1941. The report was prepared after meeting with the subagency 
staff and the tribal council and after inspecting each parcel of land proposed 
for purchase. 

A total acreage of 6,698 acres of patented land, located within the reserva- 
tion and largely white owned, is proposed for purchase of which 6,483 acres 
is classed as grazing land, a large part of which has been logged off. The main 
objectives in the purchases of this grazing land are (1) the consolidation of 
the range and a large part of the reservation into Indian ownership in order 
that this area may be utilized most advantageously ; and (2) to prevent further 
development of this class of land by white settlers for agricultural purposes 
which increases the administration problems on the reservation. Of the 6,485 
acres of grazing land proposed for purchase 4,722 acres are owned by the Deer 
Park Lumber Co. The pine timber on all of this acreage has been cut excepting 
that on 5 parcels or former allotments which have a combined area of 600 acres, 
In the purchase of this 600 acres of timberland it is proposed to allow the 
lumber company to reserve the right to cut the pine timber selectively under 
the supervision of the Forestry Division within 3 to 5 years after the land is 
purchased. Thus, the tribal funds will not be expended for timber but a 
reproduction stand will be left on the land. After the purchase of the grazing 
lands it is proposed that the remaining funds, estimated at $9,346, be used for 
the purchase of patented white owned developed agricultural lands on the 
reservation. 

The Spokane Indian Tribal Council has approved this program and a resolu- 
tion to this effect passed by the council is attached to the project plan as 
exhibit No. 1. 

Sincerely yours, 


DovueLas CLARK, Assistant Land Field Agent. 
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COLVILLE AND SPOKANE 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
InpiAN LANDs IN THE Last 10 YEars 


PART I 


1. Tribal ownership as of July 1, 1947: 
A. Colville Tribe: 
1. In trust : 906,407.01 acres. 
2. In fee: None. 
B. Spokane Tribe: 
1. In trust : 90,243.00 acres. 
2. In fee: None. 
2. Individual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947: 
A. Colville Reservation: 
1. In trust or restricted : 225,221.491. 
B. Spokane Reservation: 
1. In trust or restricted : 47,828.00, 
3. Number of transactions disposing tribal and individual owned 
lands for each fiscal year beginning July 1, 1947, to June 30, 1957: 





Colville Spokane 


Tribal Allotted Tribal Allotted 


Fiscal year 


None 3 None None 
None 3 None None 
10 17 None None 

2 32 None None 
None 3 None None 
None 11 None None 
None 10 None 1 
None 60 None None 
None 53 None 1 
None 55 None 2 





4. Number of acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdic- 
tion for each fiscal year beginning July 1, 1947, to June 30, 1957: 


SUEUR EERIE 


| Colville Spokane 
Fiscal year fate tice telecast 


| Tribal | Individual Tribal | Individual 


pind atc se 





270. 00 None None 
113. 53 None None 
195. 51 None | None 
757. 31 None | None 
230. 33 None | None 
911. 42 None None 
841. 69 None 100. 00 
8, 088. 29 N None 
5, 164. 61 Ni 160. 00 
5, 803. 39 N | 139, 45 


399. 45 


S © HN & Or wh ODS 
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5. Type of transaction for each fiscal year beginning July 1, 1947, 
to June 30, 1957 (breakdown to No. 3) : 


| 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 


COLVILLE 
A. Tribal owned: 
1, Taking for public purposes 


B, Individually owned: 
1. Patents-in-fee 
2. Removal of restrictions 
3. To fee status by devise or inheritance 
(entire interest only) 
. To fee status by partition 
. Patent issued to nonrestricted interest. 
. Sales to fee status 
. To fee status by exchange- 
. To fee status by gift 
. Taking for public purposes............- 














SPOKANE 

BT tah Oem sods tacs5 ook rime) ceckack weecplsnene wed 
B. Individually owned: | | 
BR. PmmemmnOON-100 1d. 2g on bn nn tne sannnse- Poth. Labs 

BD, TE OP ND I ino ericecnccncenccccsbeslanibad 




















i orn ie acl oceania niin ~ewnaomaenle Codie 


6. Acreages for each fiscal year beginning July 1, 1947, to June 30, 
1957 (breakdown to No. 4) : 





| 1948 1949 : 1951 | 1952 


COLVILLE | 


A. Tribal owned: | 
1. Taking for public purposes.|. --.-.- . --|283. 28} 20. 42)......| 


Bibel 8-52-28 ceo cckc fs. O8O 8} 9 48} oe. 
B. Individually owned: | 
1.. Patents-in-fee......-....-..- | 80,00) 30. 85 
2. Removal of restrictions---_]-.-..-|------|------] oe 
3. To fee status by devise or 
inheritance (entire inter- 
OG CU cevdndiintamnpged ae 
. Tofee status by partition __| 50. 00) 
5. Patent issued to non- 
restricted interest.......- | io golyaiechsnwsal>-wumessti’ 400 O46 
5. Sales to fee status__..-..-_- i Wantese 27) 160. 00) 5, 657. 19 1, 995. 152, 406. 67 
. To fee status by exchange _}......| 40. 00) ions ; 








. To fee status by gift_..___. Beil ce Sica A El bihhine eR oS 

. Taking for public purposes. 1, 00 |195. 51/276, 26 26.20) 20.00) 20.00 
2 } oe 1 \~ | a: =F 

270. 00) 113. 53) 195. 51/757. 31/230. 33 /841. 69/8, 088. 29/5, 164. 61/5, 803. 39 

SPOKANE 


A. Tribal owned_-__------- 

B. Individually owned: 
1. Patents-in-fee- 160.00! 139, 45 
2. Sales to fee status_.......--|. focats 
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7 through 10. Not applicable. 

11. Tribal ownership as of December 31, 1957 : 

A. Colville Tribe: 
1. In trust : 912,905.95 acres. 
2. In fee: None. 
B. Spokane Tribe: 
1. In trust: 90,243.00 acres. 
2. In fee: None. 
12. Individual Indian ownership as of December 31, 1957: 
A. Colville Reservation : 
1. In trust or restricted: 194,549,591 acres. 
B. Spokane Reservation : 
1. In trust or restricted: 47,428.55 acres. 

13. The trend toward sales by individuals is influenced by various 
factors, i. e., State welfare cases, relocations, nonresidents who wish 
to liquidate their land holdings on the reservation and establish else- 
where, and those who wish to use the proceeds as a supplement to a 
low income or improve their andand of living by investments in 
businesses, homes, etc. 

Attached is Public Law 772 “Restoring to tribal ownership certain 
Jands upon the Colville Indian Reservation, Wash., and for other pur- 
poses,” and other attachments relating thereto. 

1. Public Law 772 (70 Stat. 626-627). 

2. Resolution No. 1958-14. 

3. Memorandum with Commissioner’s letter, April 29, 1958. 
4, Excerpts from Colville delegation report. 

14. (a) Neither the Colville or Spokane Tribe hold undivided in- 
terests in any tract. By devise or escheat this could come to pass but 
so far, through such process, only entire interests have been involved. 
There is one exception involving a Colville allotment. in which the 
Nez Perce Tribe holds by devise an undivided interest. To dispose 
of this allotment may require special legislation to authorize the Nez 
Perce Tribe to sell its interest. 

(6) There are numerous individuals holding interests in certain 
allotted lands whose interest therein is nonrestricted; these comprise 
Canadian Indians who were allotted and who inherited, Indians who 
inherited an interest already nonrestricted (thus, in some cases, a 
given individual holds both restricted and nonrestricted interests in 
same tract), and non-Indians who inherited in a nonrestricted status. 
Such ownership patterns present special problems and are difficult 
and time-consuming to handle, not only as to acquisition and disposal 
matters but also to effect use agreements, rights-of-way, and timber- 
cutting contracts; the Bureau’s jurisdiction extending only to the re- 
stricted interests. This results in some cases in inability to consum- 
mate proposed transactions. It is certainly not conducive to the dic- 
tates of sound property management and results in a disservice to all 
of the owners involved, particularly where the majority interests have 

articipated only to be stalemated for lack of minority participation. 

here are about 100 Indian landowners purported to be Canadian 
eo whose status awaits adjudication as to whether they are alien 
ndians. 

(c) Neither the Colville nor Spokane Tribes are under the Indian 
Reorganization Act. 
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(d) This is ever present as a major problem in administering the 
numerous allotted lands which are in multiple ownership. Securing 
agreement among all heirs is not only tedious and time-consuming but 
also results in retarding a proposed transaction until agreement is 
secured; or, results in a elo for lack of agreement among all 
even though the majority interests may agree. 

(e) None readily identifiable, however full use of such authority in 
appropriate cases 1s intended. 


Acquisition and disposal—Colville Tribe 


| Allotment Tribal 


| 
Belancs.suby 1, 1067 25006 Uf. dt Wee. BLS 55 J | 225, 221. 49 906, 407. O1 
Acquisitions: | 
Cancellation of fee patent (issued 1920) Sean meal BU CUO Teta cote ae 
Purchase of fee lands_-._.--- Sa odd phe pb Sigs D bose - bar Wal heb 6bb 14h Ws -| hp bbb de---465 2, 108. 70 
Purchase from Indian allotted lands (and gifts)__-.-...._.----...--.-.----|_.------------| 4, 693. 94 
I noes cacecnsankemnennnehe<peis-inisetbet<tiesveldbekies Gee. | 913, 209. 65 


Less disposals: 
Removal of restrictions by placing of fee title in owners July 1, 1947, to 
June 31, 1957. _-._-- aot ; ee ~cacomekel) MMe saee Tackles 
To fee status July 1, 1947 to June 31, 1947 ee 12, 108. 730 | 








Sale of allotments to tribe__-__- 4 a4 setndq 3 4, 693.940 |_........____- 
Sale of public purposes (Chief Joseph Dam) _....................-.-...-- Be ppm Pept heen 303. 7 

Subtotal._._- ocecicacce le tae nites siwosicloe hi weeitel i: Agena 
Additional disposals from July 1 to Dee. 31, 1957.....---.------ eee. 3, 761. 880 |__...- re 
[a dednnadlcnnigniie = a 

Balance Dec. 31, 1957_._.-..- white b stiithints ae Be sdidtint baile 194, 549. 591 912, 905. 95 





Pusiic Law 772—84TH CONGRESS 


CHAPTER 684—2p SESSION 


H. R. 7190 


AN ACT Restoring to tribal ownership certain lands upon the Colville Indian Reservation, 
Washington, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the undisposed-of lands of the 
Colville Indian Reservation, Washington, dealt with by the Act of March 22, 
1906 (34 Stat. 80), are hereby restored to tribal ownership to be held in trust 
by the United States to the same extent as all other tribal lands on the existing 
reservation, subject to any existing valid rights. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of effecting land consolidations between the Colville 
Indians and non-Indians in Ferry and Okanogan Counties, the Secretary 6f the 
Interior is hereby authorized, with the consent of the tribal council as evidenced 
by a resolution adopted in accordance with the constitution and bylaws of the 
tribe, under such regulations as he may prescribe, to sell or exchange tribal lands 
in connection with the acquisition of lieu lands, and to acquire through purchase, 
exchange, or relinquishment, lands or any interest in lands, water rights, or 
surface rights. The acquisition of lands pursuant to this Act shall be limited 
to lands within the boundary of the reservation. Exchanges of lands, includ- 
ing improvements thereon, shall be made on the basis of approximate equal 
value. In carrying out the provisions of this Act, if non-Indian lands are in- 
volved the board. of county commissioners of counties in which land is located 
shall by proper resolution consent before such non-Indian land is acquired for 
the tribe or an individual Indian. No lands or interests in lands owned by 
the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation shall be subject to disposi- 
tion hereafter without the consent of the duly authorized governing body of the 
tribes, and no lands or interests in lands shall be, acquired for the tribes without 
the consent of the said governing body. 

Sec. 3. Title to lands or any interest therein acquired pursuant to this Act 
shall be taken in the name of the United States of America im trust for the tribe 
or individual Indian and shall be nontaxable as other tribal and allotted, trust 
Indian lands of the Colville Reservation. 
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Sec. 4. The agreement entered into by the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation and Okanogan and Ferry Counties of the State of Washington on 
April 21, 1954, is hereby ratified and approved. 

Sec. 5. The Business Council of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reser- 
vation shall, in accordance with resolution numbered 1955-83, dated April 8, 
1955, of the Colville Business Council, submit to the Secretary of the Interior 
within five years from the date of enactment of this Act proposed legislation 
providing for the termination of Federal supervision over the property and 
affairs of the Confederated Tribes and their members within a resonable time 
after the submission of such proposed legislation. 

Approved July 24. 1956. 





RESOLUTION 1958-14 oF THE COLVILLE BUSINESS CoUNCIL 


Whereas Public Law 772, 84th Congress, provided for the quieting of title 
to 818,000 acres, more or less, of undisposed-of ceded lands; authorized tribal 
land consolidation along with a further authorization whereby it would be per- 
missible to sell or acquire through purchase, exchange, or relinquishment lands 
or other interests in lands, water rights or surface rights within the boundaries 
of the reservation ; and 

Whereas Public Law 772, 84th Congress, in sections 4.and 5, ratified and 
approved an agreement entered into by the Colville Business Council and Oka- 
nogan and Ferry Counties, State of Washington, on April 21, 1954, whereby the 
Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation were to pay $40,000 per annum 
in lieu of tax to the counties for the first 3 years and the amount of annual pay- 
ments to be paid by the tribes to the counties for each 3-year period is to be 
ascertained by giving paramount consideration to the financial ability of the 
tribes to make such payments and shall use as a base in making said determina- 
tion of financial ability the net income of the tribes during the fiscal years ending 
on June 30, 1953, and June 30, 1954, and its relationship to the $40,000 annual 
payments provided for under the provisions of this agreement for the initial 
3-year period ; and 

Whereas the aforementioned agreement was not to be binding upon the tribes 
until it had been approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior ; and 

Whereas the fact that neither the Commissioner of Indian Affairs nor the 
Secretary of the Interior officially approved the agreement by affixing their 
signatures thereto is a pertinent indication that these two officials had compunc- 
tions as to the legality of such an agreement; and 

Whereas section 5 of the act provides that the Business Council of the Con- 
federated Tribes of the Colville Reservation shall, in accordance with resolution 
No. 1955-33, dated April 8, 1955, of the Colville Business Council, submit to the 
Secretary of the Interior within 5 years from the date of enactment of Public 
Law 772, 84th Congress, proposed legislation providing for the termination of 
Federal supervision over the property and affairs of the Confederated Tribes 
and their members within a reasonable time after the submission of such pro- 
posed legislation ; and 

Whereas sections 4 and 5 contained provisions that the membership of the 
Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation never had an opportunity to 
register its approval or disapproval as is set forth in the constitution of the 
Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation in section 1 (e), article V; 
and 

Whereas section 1 (e) of article V of the constitution of the Confederated 
Tribes of the Colville Reservation provides: “To promulgate and enforce ordi- 
nances, subject to review by the Secretary of the Interior, which would provide 
for assessments or license fees upon nonmembers doing business within the 
reservation, or obtaining special rights or privileges, and the same may be 
applied to members of the tribes provided such ordinances have been approved 
by a referendum of the Confederated Tribes” ; and 

Whereas it is then apparent that clause “(e)” empowers the levy by the 
Colville Business Council of fees on nonmembers doing business on the reser- 
vation, but such fees may not be applied to the members of the tribe without 
referendum ; and 

Whereas no power to tax or contract with respect to tribal income or property 
may be implied from lesser and general grants of power in the face of jealous 
imposition or restriction of referendum upon the licensing power over business ; 
and 


te a 
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Whereas it is certain that if such provisions as set forth in sections 4 and 5 
of Public Law 772, 84th Congress, had been lawfully put before the Confeder- 
ated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, the same would have been rejected by 
a vast majority vote ; and 

Whereas enactment of sections 4 and 5 of Public Law 772, 84th Congress, was 
not in the best interests of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, 
but was in fact amendments sponsored by the Bureau of Indian Affairs to exact 
termination of Federal protection of Indian property, rights, and prerogatives 
as a price for granting the Colville Indians the benefits provided for in the first 
three sections of said act ; and 

Whereas the contract agreement entered into between the Colville Business 
Council and the counties of Ferry and Okanogan, State of Washtington, imposed 
a tax on the membership of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation ; 
and 

Whereas the payment in lieu of tax is contrary to the wishes of the members 
of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation since that tax abridges 
vested rights of the tribal members; and 

Whereas the regional solicitor for the Department of the Interior at Port- 
land, Oreg., ruled that the Colville Business Council was not empowered to 
assess charges on the issuance of beaver trapping permits as provided for in 
Resolution 1955-135, adopted October 14, 1955, for the reason that this grant 
of power is not provided under the provisions of section 1 (e) of article V of 
the constitution of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation; and 

Whereas lacking authority to impose a tax or to furnish governmental services, 
the Colville Business Council was without authority to contract with Ferry and 
Okanogan Counties for the payment in lieu of tax; and 

Whereas it is incumbent on the present membership of the Colville Business 
Council to rectify a wrong created by the Colville Business Council when it on 
April 21, 1954, arrogated to itself powers that were not granted to it under the 
constitution of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation; and 

Whereas the Colville Business Council exists only by virtue of the constitution 
of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Indian Reservation, as adopted by 
referendum and possess such authority, and only such authority, as may be found 
to have been delegated to it by the tribe in that constitution, as amended: Now, 
therefore, be it hereby 

Resolved, That we, the Colville Business Council, meeting in regular session at 
the Colville Indian Agency, Nespelem, Wash., acting for and in behalf of the 
Colville Indians this 10th day of January 1958, do hereby request the Congress 
of the United States to amend Public Law 772, 84th Congress, by repealing sec- 
tions 4 and 5 of said law. 

The foregoing was duly enacted by the Colville Business Council by a vote of 
12 for and 0 against, under authority contained in article-V, section 1 (a) of the 
constitution of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, ratified by 
the Colville Indians on February 26, 1938, and approved by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs on April 19, 1938. 

Attest: 

Louris WAPATO, 
Chairman, Colville Business Council. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., May 29, 1958. 
CHAIRMAN, COLVILLE TRIBAL BUSINESS COUNCIL. 

Dear Sir: On March 12, 1958, a conference was held in the central office be- 
tween Messrs. Stephen Cleveland, Barney Rickard, Joe Monaghan, Edward 
Gorr, John B. Cleveland, and Frank George, representing the Confederated 
Tribes, and Messrs. John Crow, D. H. Bruce, Homer Jenkins, and James Gam- 
mon, of the central office staff. 

Brought up for discussion was the tribe’s land program, as authorized by the 
act of July 24, 1956 (70 Stat. 626). The delegation was congratulated on the 
manner in which its memorandum of January 20, 1958, to the Commissioner, 
particularly that part relating to land sales and exchanges, had been prepared, 
and the thought and analysis that had gone into its consideration. Since the 
March 12 meeting, the Secretary of the Interior has delegated to the Commis- 
sioner his authority under the 1956 act. An order is presently pending for re- 
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delegation of this authority to the area director in Portland, and should be 
forthcoming shortly. 

There was a discussion of the reservation of mineral rights by Indians who 
may sell their lands. Attached is a copy of our recent memorandum to all 
area directors setting out policy and procedural guidelines on that subject. 

In connection with the proposed sale of tribal lands to deserving individual 
members of the tribe who are landless, it was pointed out that such sales could 
be made under the existing tribal credit program. It was suggested that this 
procedure would be preferable to any type of conditional sale, since procedures 
are already in existence to extend credit, handle periodic payments, issue mort- 
gages, and provide related services under the credit program. 

Sincerely yours, 
GLenn L. EMMONS, Commissioner. 


CONFEDERATED TRIBES, 
COLVILLE RESERVATION, 
COLVILLE INDIAN AGENCY, 
Nespelem, Wash., January 20, 1958. 
Memorandum ’” 
To: Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
From: Colville Business Council. 
Subject: Business council delegation to Washington, D. C. 
* * * * * * * 


4. Land sales and exchanges.—The Colville Business Council has had many 
requests from tribal members who wish to exchange their land. The problems 
involved should be resolved so that a workable policy can be implemented. 

Section 2 of Public Law 772, 84th Congress, 2d session, provides: “For the 
purpose of effecting land consolidations between the Colville Indians and non- 
Indians in Ferry and Okanogan Counties, the Secretary of the Interior is here- 
by authorized, with the consent of the tribal council as evidenced by a resolu- 
tion adopted in accordance with the constitution and bylaws of the tribe, un- 
der such regulations as he may prescribe, to sell or exchange tribal lands in 
connection with the acquisition of lieu lands, and to acquire through purchase, 
exchange, or relinquishment, lands or any interest in lands, water rights, or sur- 
face rights. The acquisition of lands pursuant to this act shall be limited to 
lands within the boundary of the reservation. Exchanges of lands, including 
improvements thereon, shall be made on the basis of approximate equal value. 
In carrying out the provisions of this act, if non-Indian lands are involved the 
board of county commissioners of counties in which land is located shall by 
proper resolution consent before such non-Indian land is acquired for the tribe 
or an individual Indian. No lands or interests in lands owned bythe Con- 
federated Tribes of the Colville Reservation shall be subject to disposition 
hereafter without the consent of the duly authorized governing’ body of the 
tribes, and no lands or interests in lands shall be acquired for the tribes with- 
out. the consent of the said governing body.” 

The Colville Business Council desires to have a land policy implemented for 
the purpose of— 

(a) Effecting consolidations of land, situated within the Colville Indian 
Reservation in the State of Washington; between the Confederated Tribes 
of the Colville Reservation and individual members of the tribes and the indi- 
vidual members thereof, whereby the Secretary of the Interior would be 
authorized in his discretion to— 

(1) Purchase for the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, 
with tribal funds of such tribes on deposit in the United States Treasury, 
or otherwise, any lands held by individual members of the Confederated 
Tribes of the Colville Reservation and other Indians under trust patent 
or other restrictions against alienation including lands in heirship status, 
within the Colville Indian Reservation, including interests therein or 
improvements thereon, water rights, and surface rights; 

(2) Sell to individual members of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation any tribal trust lands which are within such reservation, 
including lands, interests, improvements, and rights acquired for the tribes 
at any time; and 


2 Only section pertaining to land sales and exchanges is shown. 


i 
’ 
; 
: 
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(3) Exchange any tribal trust lands within such reservation, including 
lands, interests, improvements, and rights acquired for the tribes at any 
time, for lands situated within the Colville Reservation which are held by 
individual members of the tribes and other Indians under trust patent 
or other restrictions against alienation, including lands in heirship status. 

(bd) The Secretary shall obtain the advice and consent of the Colville Busi- 
ness Council before entering into any such transactions. The terms and condi- 
tions of any such transaction or transactions, including the price at which any 
land is so purchased or sold and the valuation of any lands so exchanged, shall 
be mutually agreed upon by the Secretary, the Colville Business Council, and 
the individual Indian or Indians concerned. Any such exchange of tribal lands 
for lands held by individual members of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation or other Indians, and for lands in heirship status, shall be effected 
on the basis of approximately equal consideration with due allowance for the 
value of improvements in determining the value of such lands. If non-Indian 
lands are involved the board of county commissioners of counties in which land 
is located shall by proper resolution consent before such non-Indian land is 
acquired for the tribe or an individual Indian. 

(c) Title to lands, interests, improvements, or rights so acquired by the 
Secretary for the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation through 
purchase or exchange shall be held by the United States in trust for the Con- 
federated Tribes. Title to tribal trust lands, interests, improvements, or rights 
so acquired by the Secretary for the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Res- 
ervation through purchase or exchange shall be held by the United States in trust 
for the Confederated Tribes. Title to tribal trust lands, interests, improve- 
ments, or rights sold by the Secretary to individual members of the Confed- 
erated Tribes or exchanged by the Secretary for lands held under trust patent 
or other restrictions against alienation by individual members of the tribes and 
other Indians or for lands in heirship status shall be held by the United States 
in trust for the individual Indian or Indians concerned. 

(d) Sums derived from the sale of tribal trust lands, interests, improvements, 
and rights shall be credited to the tribal funds of the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation. 

(e) No transaction entered into under this land policy shall affect, without 
the consent of the lessee, any lease of lands, interests, improvements, or rights 
involved in such transaction, or any vight of the lessee with respect to exten- 
sion or renewal of such lease, which is in existence at the time such transaction 
is entered into. 

(f) Nothing in this land policy of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation shall affect the existing status of any lands, interests, improve- 
ments, or rights with respect to taxation except in conformance with agree- 
ments reached with the boards of county commissioners of Ferry and Okanogan 
Counties. 

(g) The Business Corncil of the Confederated Tribes shall have power to 
prescribe rules and regulations governing land transactions on the Colville 
Indian Reservation; provided that such rules and regulations shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

As to the part covering the prescribing of rules and regulations governing land 
transactions, we propose the irclusion of the following recommendations : 

(a) That the governing body of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reser- 
vation will be the sole judge of any transaction for the tribe that may be ne- 
gotiated with individual tribal members either in the sale of tribal lands or the 
exchange of tribal lands; 

(b) That all lands acquired by the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reser- 
vation shall be held in trust for them by the United States Government ; 

(c) That all land involved in this land consolidation program, including the 
sale of tribal lands, purchase of trust o» nontrust property, and exchanges, shall 
be appraised by competent appraisers ; 

(d@) That lands to be exchanged shall be of approximately equal value; 

(e) That lands the tribes may purchase from individual tribal members or 
acquire by exchange will be made primarily to consolidate tribal holdings ; 

(f) On all sales of tribal land to individual tribal members, the tribes will 
hold title until the land is fully paid for by the individual purchaser ; 

(g) That individual tribal members will be given opportunities to purchase 
tribal lands on long-term purchase agreements extending over a 20-year period 
if necessary ; 
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(h). Where non-Indian lands are involved, and when such lands are acquired 
by the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, such lands shall be put 
in trust status; provided that the values involved do not exceed the total amount 
of sales. (based on dollars and cents) of Indian trust-held lands where trust 
restrictions were removed since July 24, 1956, as part of the consideration (for 
example, if a parcel of Indian trust property is taken out of trust whose valua- 
tion is approximately $5,000, then the tribes would be permitted to take deeded 
land of similar value located within the boundaries of the Colville Reservation 
and place it in a trust status) ; and 

(i) Transactions under this land policy will conform to agreements reached 
with the boards of county commissioners of Ferry and Okanogan Counties 
whereby it will be possible to effectuate a consolidation of deeded lands in some 
areas while working out a consolidation of trust lands in other areas. 

co * * ok * * : 


Sincerely submitted. 
Lovis WAPATO, 
Chairman, Colville Business Council. 


COLVILLE TRIBAL DELEGATION 


* * * * *” * a 


(k) Opposed the enactment of S. 2397 which would authorize the partition 
or sale of inherited interests in alloted Indian lands and thereby reduce the 
Indian land base, as per Business Council Resolution 1957-134, adopted July 12, 
1957. 

(1) Favored the early enactment of H. R. 8062 and S. 2570 which provide 
that the public assistance provisions of the Social Security Act shall be amended 
to provide that the value of restricted Indian lands shall not be taken into 
account in determining the need of any Indian for such assistance. 

* * ok * * * a 


H. R. 8544 was passed in the House of Representatives on March 3, 1958. 
The Colville Business Council has asked for repeal of the last two sections of 
Public Law 772, 84th Congress, because it is the sense of the present membership 
of the Colville Business Council that such land legislation should never have 
been enacted. That the Indian Bureau unduly pressured the Colville Business 
Council in 1954 into accepting sections 4 and 5 of which is now Public Law 772 
before the Indian Bureau would agree to the quieting of title to the tribal lands 
of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation. 


* * * * * * * 


Delegates met Congressman Ed Edmondson of Oklahoma. He is the author of 
H. R. 8062 which provides for amending the Social Security Act so that the value 
of restricted Indian lands shall not be taken into account in determining the need 
of any Indian for public assistance. Congressman Edmondson said he was very 
grateful over the fact that the Colville Business Council was so deeply interested 
in passage of his bill. A later meeting with him was to be held. Congressman 
Edmondson said this legislation is sorely needed by the Indians and that it had 
the support of Oklahoma Indians. He said he is opposed to having Indians 
being foreed to sell their trust lands before they can be given consideration for 
public assistance. 

* * 7 * * & a 


On March 12, the delegates met with the staff members of the Resources Branch 
of the Indian Bureau. Meeting with the delegates were John O. Crow, Delbert 
Bruce, Homer Jenkins, and Carl Cornelius. 

A discussion was held on land sales and exchanges. The delegates had sub- 
mitted a statement in advance stating as follows: 

“The Colville Business Council has had many requests from tribal members 
who wish to exchange their land. The problems involved should be resolved so 
that a workably policy can be implemented. 

“Section 2 of Public Law 772, 84th Congress, 2d session, provides, ‘For the 
purpose of effecting land consolidations between the Colville Indians and non- 
Indians in Ferry and Okanogan Counties, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized, with the consent of the tribal council as evidenced by a resolution 
adopted in accordance with the constitution and bylaws of the tribe, under such 
regulations as he may prescribe, to sell or exehange tribal lands in connection 
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with the acquisition of lieu lands, and to acquire through purchase, exchange, or 
relinquishment, lands or any interest in lands, water rights, or surface rights. 
The acquisition of lands pursuant to this act shall be limited to lands within the 
boundary of the reservation. BHxchanges of lands, including improvements 
thereon, shall be made on the basis of approximate equal value. In carrying out 
the provisions of this act, if non-Indian lands are involved the board of county 
commissioners of counties in which land is located shall by proper resolution 
consent before such non-Indian land is acquired for the tribe or an individual 
Indian. No lands or interests in lands owned by the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation shall be subject to disposition hereafter without the consent 
of the duly authorized governing body of the tribes, and no lands or interests in 
lands shail be acquired for the tribes without the consent of the said governing 
body.’ 

“The Colville Business Council desires to have a land policy implemented for 
the purpose of : 

“(a) Effecting consolidations of land, situated within the Colville Indian Reser- 
vation in the State of Washington, between the Confederated Tribes of the Col- 
ville Reservation and individual members of the tribes and the individual mem- 
bers thereof, whereby the Secretary of the Interior would be authorized in his 
discretion to— 

““(1) Purchase for the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, 
with tribal funds of such tribes on deposit in the United States Treasury, or 
otherwise, any lands held by individual members of the Confederated Tribes 
of the Colville Reservation and other Indians under trust patent or other 
restrictions against alienation including lands in heirship status, within the 
Colville Indian Reservation, including interests therein or improvements 
thereon, water rights, and surface rights ; 

(2) Sell to individual members of the Confederated Tribes of the Col- 
ville Reservation any tribal trust lands which are within such reservation, 
including lands, interests, improvements, and rights acquired for the tribes 
at any time; and 

“(3) Exchange any tribal trust lands within such reservation, including 
lands, interests, improvements, and rights acquired for the tribes at any 
time, for lands situated within the Colville Reservation which are held by 
individual members of the tribes and other Indians under trust patent or 
other restrictions against alienation, including lands in heirship status. 

“(b) The Secretary shall obtain the advice and consent of the Colville Busi- 
ness Council before entering into any such transactions. The terms and condi- 
tions of any such transaction or transactions, including the price at which any 
land is so purchased or sold and the valuation of any lands so exchanged, shall 
be mutually agreed upon by the Secretary, the Colville Business Council, and the 
individual Indian or Indians concerned. Any such exchange of tribal lands for 
lands held by individual members of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reser- 
vation or other Indians, and for lands in heirship status, shall be effected on the 
basis of approximately equal consideration with the due allowance for the value 
of improvements in determining the value of such lands. If non-Indian lands 
are involved the board of country commissioners of counties in which land is 
located shall by proper resolution consent before such non-Indian land is acquired 
for the tribe or an individual Indian. 

“(e) Title to lands, interests, improvements, or rights so acquired by the Secre- 
tary for the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation through purchase 
or exchange shall be held by the United States in trust for the Cenfederated 
Tribes. Title to tribal trust lands, interests, improvements, or rights so acquired 
by the Secretary for the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation through 
purchase or exchange shall be held by the United States in trust for the Confeder- 
ated Tribes. Title to tribal trust lands, interests, improvements, or rights sold by 
the Secretary to individual members of the Confederated Tribes or exchanged by 
the Secretary for lands held under trust patent or other restrictions against 
alienation by individual members of the tribes and other Indians or for lands in 
heirship status shall be held by the United States in trust for the individual 
Indian or Indians concerned. 

“(d) Sums derived from the sale of tribal trust lands, interests, improve- 
ments, and rights shall be credited to the tribal funds of the Confederated Tribes 
of the Colville Reservation. 

“(e) No transaction entered into under this land policy shall affect, without 
the consent of the lessee, any lease of lands, interests, improvements, or rights 
involved in such transaction, or any right of the lessee with respect to extension 
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or renewal of such lease, which is in existence at the time such transaction is 
entered into. 

“(f) Nothing in this land policy of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation shall affect the existing status of any lands, interests, improvements, 
or rights with respect to taxation except in conformance with agreements reached 
with the boards of county commissioners of Ferry and Okanogan Counties. 

“(g) The Business Council of the Confederated Tribes shall have power to 
prescribe rules and regulations governing land transactions on the Colville 
Indian Reservation: Provided, That such rules and regulations shall be subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

“As to the part covering the prescribing of rules and regulations governing 
land transactions, the council proposed the inclusion of the following recom- 
mendations: 

“(a) That the governing body of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation wiil be the sole judge of any transaction for the tribe that may be 
negotiated with individual tribal members either in the sale of tribal lands or 
the exchange of tribal lands; 

“(b) That all lands acquired by the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reser- 
vation shall be held in trust for them by the United States Government ; 

“(c) That all land involved in this land consolidation program including the 
sale of tribal lands, purchase of trust or nontrust property, and exchanges, shall 
be appraised by competent appraisers ; 

““(d@) That lands to be exchanged shall be of approximately equal value; 

“(e) That lands the tribes may purchase from individual tribal members or 
acquire by exchange will be made primarily to consolidate tribal holdings; 

“(f) On all sales of tribal land to individual tribal members, the tribes will 
hold title until the land is fully paid fer by-the individual purchaser ; 

“(g) That individual tribal members will be given opportunities to purchase 
tribal lands on long-term purchase agreements extending over a 20-year period 
if necessary ; 

“(h) Where non-Indian lands are involved, and when such lands are acquired 
by the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, such lands shall be 
put in trust status: Provided, That the values involved do not exceed the total 
amount of sales (based on dollars and cents) of Indian trust held lands where 
trust restrictions were removed since July 24, 1956, as part of the consideration 
(for example, if a parcel of Indian trust property is taken out of trust whose 
valuation is approximately $5,000, then the tribes would be permitted to take 
deeded land of similar value located within the boundaries of the Colville Reser- 
vation and place it in a trust status) ; and 

“(i) Transactions under this land policy will conform to agreements reached 
with the boards of county commissioners of Ferry and Okanogan Counties where- 
by it will be possible to effectuate a consolidation of deeded lands in some areas 
while working out a consolidation of trust lands in other areas.” 

On March 12, the delegates were told that the Bureau was in full agreement 
with the proposals set forth hereinabove which had been sent in in a memorandum 
form on January 20, 1958. The delegates were told that the Indian Bureau 
would send in a full detailed letter on this subject of land sales and exchanges 
as soon as possible. However, they doubted whether the letter would be avail- 
able to the council during the month of April. 


* * * * * * * 


In its closing session, the executive council of the National Congress of Ameri- 
can Indians endorsed H. R. 8062 and S. 2570 which propose to amend the public 
assistance provisions of the Social Security Act to provide that the value of 
restricted: Indian lands shall not be taken into account in determining the need 
of any Indian for such assistance. 

The council went on record to redouble its efforts in seeking early enactment of 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 3. It also registered its opposition to enactment 
of S. 2397, a bill to authorize the partition or sale of inherited interests in 
allotted lands. It was the sense of the council that this bill was carrying out a 
scheme which would bring about forced sales of trust lands and lead to further 
depletion of the Indian land base. 


* * * * * * * 


Since the passage of H. R. 8544 to provide for restoration to tribal ownership of 
surplus Indian lands in Congress and which at this writing awaits the signature 
of the President before it becomes a public law, the Colville Business Council 
members who were on the tribal delegation wish to report that a Member of 
Congress has agreed to introduce a bill to repeal sections 4 and 5 of Public Law 
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772, 84th Congress,.and use passage of H. R. 8544. as a justification for enactment 
of a bill to repeal sections 4 and 5 of the public law that pertains to the Colville 
tribal lands. It is felt that there isa good chance for the bill passing in Congress. 
This would mean that the termination clause of the public law would be 
rescinded along with the payment of in-lieu-of taxes to Okanogan and Ferry 
Counties in the amount of $40,000 per annum. The delegation was assured in 
Washington, D. C., that a bill would be introduced to repeal sections 4 and 5 of 
Public Law 772, 84th Congress, if the Indians wanted it. 
7 * * * * * * 


To terminate today or some time real soon would mean that there would be no 
determination made of the status of mining claims within the reservation. This 
work is to start during fiscal year 1959. The Colville Business Council also has 
a request for a survey of the mineral resources of the reservation. This work is 
not included in the 1959 budget estimate and is therefore not mentioned in the 
1959 appropriation bill. There is much to be done in the formulation of a land 
program. The act of July 24, 1954, vested authority in the Secretary of the 
Interior to implement the provisions of section 2 of the act. This authority was 
transferred or delegated to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and a redelegation 
to the area director at Portland, Oreg., is now being prepared. There is still 
much to do in the days ahead to formulate sound planning to meet the needs of 
the people who are enrolled members on the Colville Reservation. 


% * * * * * * 


Respectfully submitted. 
THE COLVILLE TRIBAL DELEGATION. 





PART II—COLVILLE AND SPOKANE 


1. None to our knowledge. 

2. None. 

3. Under the Colville Tribe’s key tract. purchase program adopted 
by Resolution No. 1956-15 and approved by the Bureau December 12, 
1956, 2 tracts totaling 313 acres were purchased early this fiscal year. 
Ten additional tracts totaling 1,500 acres, which the respective owners 
wish to sell, have been designated by said tribe as key tracts:and the 
sales thereof to the tribe are in various stages of completion. In the 
vase of sales between individual Indians, the Colville Tribe is not con- 
cerned as to whether the land may be a key tract in that it is not being 
removed from trust status. In formulation is a land consolidation 
program (purchases, sales, and exchanges) as authorized by Public 
Law 772, approved July 24, 1956 (70 Stat. 626-627). With this pro- 
gram underway, the key tract purchase program will be integrated 
therewith. Thus, with such a program underway, and in keeping 
with the Commissioner’s recent statement on the Indian Bureau’s pol- 
icy, the tribe will be able to acquire most all of the individual trust 
lands offered for sale if it so elects. This, of course, within the limits 
of its financial resources. 

The Spokane Tribe does not presently have a key tract purchase 
program; however, it is a small reservation and does not have the 
degree of sales activity as does Colville. 

See the following attachments: 

1. Tribal Resolution No. 1956-15 and Bureau approval. 
2. Tribal Resolution No. 1956-16. 

3. Public Law 772 (70 Stat. 626-627). 

(See also attachments to pt. I, re par. 14.) 


4. None to our knowledge. 
5. Nil. 
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6. None, except as reflected in the “narrative enumeration, 1930- 
1957.” 

Norr.—It must be borne in mind that personalities and policy of 
succeeding council members differ with respect to criteria, for ke 
tracts and, also, that the tribe’s financial means must be considered. 
Through the superintendent’s review board on proposed, land, dis- 
posals, comprised of certain staff members and a tribal council repre- 
sentative, the tribe is afforded the opportunity of considering tracts 
for purchase. Further, the superintendent’s staff members make rec- 
ommendations of tracts to be considered for tribal purchase as key 
tracts. 

RESOLUTION 1956-15 


Whereas in a letter dated November 9, 1955, the area director advised the 
business council that the 1956 appropriation act permitted the tribes to purchase 
trust allotments with tribal moneys; and 

Whereas for many years the councils of the Colville Confederated Tribes have 
endeavored to hold the lands and the boundaries of the Colville Reservation 
intact; and 

Whereas the recent liberalized land policy regarding the issuance of patents-in- 
fee to Indians has resulted in a landslide of applications to sell trust property 
within the boundaries of the reservation ; and 

Whereas in the case of those persons applying for welfare assistance, the 
State laws of Washington require that such persons must first list (if they 
have land) the greatest part of their lands for sale before assistance is available; 
and 

Whereas in many cases such sales will be key tracts of land adjoining tribal 
timbered areas, grazing units, and embracing the lakes and streams of the reser- 
vation. Such sales may result in the loss of access to isolated timbered areas, 
stock watering holes adjacent or within grazing units, access and control of the 
lakes and streams within the boundaries of the reservation; and 

Whereas said loss and control would seriously jeopardize efficient and proper 
management of the forestry, grazing, and.fish and wildlife programs of the 
Colville Reservation ; and 

Whereas the members of the council deem it urgent and necessary that a key 
tract land purchase program be established as soon as possible in order that the 
rights, privileges, and property of the Colville Indians may be protected to the 
fullest extent and that control and management may not be completely alienated : 
Now, therefore, be it hereby 

Resolved, That we, the Colville Business Council, meeting in regular session 
at the Colville Indian Agency, Nespelem, Wash., acting for and on behalf of the 
Colville Indians, this 16th day of January 1956, do hereby authorize and request 
that the 1956 fiscal year budget be modified and increased by $100,000 and that 
this amount be advanced to the ISSDA account for the specific purpose of pur- 
chasing key tracts of land that may be put up for sale on the Colville Reserva- 
tion ; be it further 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs give his early and favor- 
able consideration of the above request in order that the governing body of the 
Colville Indians may be in a position to purchase such key tracts, and thereby 
protect the property, rights, and privileges of the Colville Confederated Tribes. 

The foregoing was duly enacted by the,Colville Business Council by a unani- 
mous vote under authority contained in article V, section 1 (a) of the constitu- 
tion of the Colville Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, ratified by 
the Colville Indians on February 26, 1938, and approved by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs on April 19, 1938. 

Attest: 

HARVEY Moses, 
Colville Business Council. 

Approved : 

Fioyp H. Puuitiipes, Superintendent. 

Dated January 25, 1956. 


20451—58——_40 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
PorRTLAND AREA OFFICE, 
Portland, Oreg., January 25, 1957. 





Mr. Fioyp H. PHILLIPs, 
Superintendent, Colville Agency. 

Dear Mr. Puiiirps: Following teletype was received today from the central 
office : 

“Reurlets September 25 and November 2, and urtt 21. Colville resolution 
1956-15 passed January 16, 1956, authorizing the expenditure of $100,000 from 
tribal funds on deposit in the United States Treasury for purchase key tracts 
of land approved December 12, 1956. Allotment No. 734 approved today allotting 
$100,000 under indefinite authorization, symbol 14X7219. Greenwood, Deputy 
Commissioner.” 

Sincerely yours, 
Perry E. SKARRA, 
Acting Area Director. 


RESOLUTION 1956-16 


Whereas it is the desire of the governing body that a council policy be estab- 
lished regarding land sales or exchanges between members of the Colville Con- 
federated Tribes: It is therefore 

Resolved, That we, the Colville Business Council, meeting in regular session 
at the Colville Indian Agency, Nespelem, Wash., acting for and on behalf of the 
Colville Indians this 16th day of January 1956, do hereby say and declare that 
the Colville Business Council will in no way attempt to influence or hinder any 
negotiations regarding land sales or exchanges between the members of the Col- 
ville Confedertaed Tribes; be it further 

Resolved, That the land branch of the Colville Indian Agency encourage and 
speed up such transactions between the members of the Colville Confederated 
Tribes. 

The foregoing was duly enacted by the Colville Business Council by a unani- 
mous vote under authority contained in article V, section 1 (a) of the constitu- 
tion of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, ratified by the Col- 
ville Tribes of the Colville Reservation on February 26, 1988, and approved by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on April 19, 1938. 

Attest: 

Harvey MOsEs, 
Chairman, Colville Business Council. 
Approved: Approval not required. 


Pusiio LAw 772—S84TH CONGRESS 
CHAPTER 684—2p SESSION 


H. R. 7190 


AN ACT Restoring to tribal ownership certain lands upon the Colville Indian Reservation, 
Washington, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the undisposed-of lands of the Colville 
Indian Reservation, Washington, dealt with by the Act of March 22, 1906 (34 
Stat. 80), are hereby restored to tribal ownership to be held in trust by the 
United States to the same extent as all other tribal lands on the existing reserva- 
tion, subject to any existing valid rights. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of effecting land consolidations between the Colville 
Indians and non-Indians in Ferry and Okanogan Counties, the Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby authorized, with the consent of the tribal council as evidenced 
by a resolution adopted in accordance with the constitution and bylaws of the 
tribe, under such regulations as he may prescribe, to sell or exchange tribal lands 
in connection with the acquisition of lieu lands, and to acquire through purchase, 
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exchange, or relinquishment, lands or any interest in lands, water rights, or 
surface rights. The acquisition of lands pursuant to this Act shall be limited 
to lands within the boundary of the reservation. Exchanges of lands, including 
improvements thereon, shall be made on the basis of approximate equal value. 
In carrying out the provisions of this Act, if non-Indian lands are involved, the 
board of county commissioners of counties in which land is located shall by 
proper resolution consent before such non-Indian land is acquired for the tribe 
or an individual Indian. No lands or interests in lands owned by the Confed- 
erated Tribes of the Colville Reservation shall be subject to disposition hereafter 
without the consent of the duly authorized governing body of the tribes, and no 
lands or interests in lands shall be acquired for the tribes without the consent of 
the said governing body. 

Seo. 3. Title to lands or any interest therein acquired pursuant to this Act 
shall be taken in the name of the United States of America in trust for the tribe 
or individual Indian and shall be nontaxable as other tribal and allotted trust 
Indian lands of the Colville Reservation. 

Sec. 4. The agreement entered into by the Confederated Tribes of the Colville 
Reservation and Okanogan and Ferry Counties of the State of Washington on 
April 21, 1954, is hereby ratified and approved. 

Sec. 5. The Business Council of the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reser- 
vation shall, in accordance with resolution numbered 1955-33, dated April 8, 
1955, of the Colville Business Council, submit to the Secretary of the Interior 
within five years from the date of enactment of this Act proposed legislation 
providing for the termination of Federal supervision over the property and 
affairs of the Confederated Tribes and their members within a reasonable time 
after the submission of such proposed legislation. 

Approved July 24, 1956. 


PART III—COLVILLE AND SPOKANE 
1. None. 


2. None. 

3. ok However, legal counsel is retained under contract. 

4, No. 

5. The Colville Tribal Council’s land and forestry committee re- 
views and makes recommendations to the tribal council in matters 
pertaining to leasing and permitting of tribal realty, including grants 
of rights-of-way, sales, and acquisitions. The Spokane Tribal 
Council, as a body, acts in such matters. 

6. None. 

7. Between December 1954 and September 1956, a Colville tribal 
land enterprise was in operation for assessing fees in various real- 
estate transactions for the purpose of augmenting the Bureau’s agency 
realty staff. This resulted in payment with tribal funds of 3 em- 


ployees out of a total staff of 6 to 8 during said period of operation. 
8. Not applicable. 
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2. FORT HALL AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inptan AFF AIRS, 
Portland, Oreg., June 11, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Murray: Enclosed is the questionnaire sent out by 
your committee on the acquisition and disposition .of Indian lands in 
the last 10 years. This report was submitted by the acting superin- 
tendent of the Fort Hall Indian Agency. 

This report is being forwarded in duplicate at the request of the 
acting super intendent of the Fort Hall Agency. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. L. Dippocr, 


Acting Assistant Area Director, Resources. 


REPORT ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS IN THE LAST 
10 Years, Fort Hatt AGENcY, Fort HALL, IDaAno 


Federal lands acquired from private owners since 1930 


Date of acquisition | Acreage | Number | Remarks 
of tracts | 


Sept. 5, 1936_- .- -| 11.00 2 | Purchased as an irrigation home site in conjunction with the 
Blackfoot equalizing reservoir, Fort Hall irrigation project. 
| It is still being used for this purpose. Authority: Act of 

Feb. 4, 1931, and National Industrial Recovery Act of June 

| 16, 1933 (48 Stat. 195), F. P. 602. 

1935-37 ..| 4,842.18 | 42 | Correspondence on file in this office indicates that this land 
was originally acquired to preserve water rights. Thisland 
| | was acquired by the Resettlement Administration, later 

known as the Farm Security Administration, Department 
of Agriculture, pursuant to title II of the National Indus- 
trial Recovery Act of June 16, 1933 (48 Stat. 200). Adminis- 
trative jurisdiction over the submarginal land was trans- 
ferred from the Secretary of Agriculture to the Secretary of 

the Interior by Executive Order No. 7868 dated Apr. 15, 

1938, said lands to be administered by the Commissioner of 

Indian Affairs for the benefit of the Indians. A revocable 

permit to the Shoshone-Bannoeck Tribes, Inc., was ap- 

proved Mar. 18, 1947, by W. V. Woehlke, for the Commis- 

sioner of Indian Affairs. The permit to begin Jan. 1, 1947, 

not to extend beyond Dec. 31, 1956, at an annual rental of 

$174.22. The present permit, also in favor of the tribes, 
was granted for agricultural and grazing purposes, ap- 
proved Mar. 7, 1957, by W. Barton Greenwood, Acting 
| Commissioner of Indian Affairs, effective Jan. 1, 1957, not 
| | to extend beyond Mar. 31, 1959, at an annual rental of 

$717.50. 

Aug. 22, 1956. 40.00 | 1 | Purchased for pumping station site in conjunction with 
} Michaud irrigation project. Authority: Public Law 741. 
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PART I-—-FORT HALL 


1. 192,692 acres in tribal ownership as of July 1, 1947; all in trust; 
none in fee. 

2 294,151 acres in individual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947. 

3 and 5. The tabular sheet gives the number of transactions broken 
down by type for each fiscal year from fiscal year 1948 through fiscal 
year 1957. Totals per fiscal year as follows: 

















Fiscal year | Pree Total acres Fiscal year | Transactions | Total acres 
; 

| hg ent naa lio | 5 | 374.32 || 1954... 29 3, 661. 21 
1949___..... SLU 14 | 1, 140. 90 || 1965. -312-.----22 ie 5A 5, 593.18 
1950_. 5 250. 65 1 SP 6 230. 00 
SUP Pars tm eee 12 se FR. serpy BAS AL St 24 2, 204. 66 
WOOD ass deeds csc ageed 13 Ll: 220. @ | | re 

2, 777. £ ST Sip thesia aoe 182 19, 065. 95 
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4 and 6. The tabular sheet shows acres removed from Bureau juris- 
diction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947, broken down by 
type of transaction and acreage. Totals as follows: 














Fiscal year Transactions | Total acres | Fiscal year | Transactions | Total acres 
ai elisa —ophtl his ee re aoe ee cE diecaeor bhi 
Wi sist GA cabieas None: }.. dst. i549 NORE out ooo Sl | 4 | 381. 80 
EG ieee enti ei Btn 1 40. 00 i) 2 ee ee 5 678. 258 
Tee. Se Witkbesacbscd~ 2 RE Oe Ul BeOrc dc dees didécccd 3 127. 20 
TI dy vnreendhen anes 5 297,00 || 1957.....------------- | 9 71. 13 
SA er ease ll 800. 00 || —_—-— 


1M). fies dsicioas-< 2 | 240.00 || Total......-..- | 42 | 3, 435. 388 


It is significant to note that of the above acreage, 1,594.3 acres sold 
to non-Indians is located outside the reservation Bouh aati 1,398.24 
acres within the reservation boundaries were included in certificates 
of competency issued at the request of individuals; a certificate of 
competency was issued on 40 acres of land located outside the reserva- 
tion boundaries; a patent-in-fee was issued on 160 acres also outside 
the reservation boundaries. There were 141.8 acres within the reser- 
vation boundaries that was an exchange to fee status. This tract was 
adjacent to the reservation boundary and was com letely surrounded 
by non-Indian owned land. Only 101.048 acres within the boundaries 
of the reservation have been alienated by sale to non-Indians during 
this 10-year period, of which 41.048 acres were taken for public 

urposes, and 40 acres were sold to the United States of America. 

he remaining 20 acres were later returned to a trust status. 

7 through 10. Inapplicable. 

11. There were 202,866 acres in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957, all held by the United States in trust (none in fee). 

12. There were 280,542 acres in individual Indian ownership on 
December 31, 1957. 

13. No special acts pertaining to Fort Hall Reservation affecting 
the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

Although no actual study has been made of the cause and effect of 
sales, some points are apparent from knowledge of the facts. 

Practically all the sales to fee status from 1947 through 1957 were 
tracts located outside the boundaries of the reservation (as pointed 
out in the foregoing items). They were distant from the Agency 
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pasgnentees at Fort Hall and none of the landowners lived on the 
and, 

Although not necessarily restricted to the 10-year period 1947-57, 
tracts which have been alienated within the reservation either by 
sale or by certificate of competency have had an invigorating effect 
on leasing and improvement of Indian tracts contiguous to the 
alienated tracts. This is not true in all cases, however, but for about 
60 percent of the tracts involved. 

In most cases sales of land have not resulted in lasting benefit to 
the Indian owners. Some revolving credit and reimbursable loans 
have been paid, a few living quarters were purchased or improved, 
new cars purchased, etc. The money bacoived: for the most part, was 
not spent for productive purposes. 

The Fort Hall Business Council has during the last 5 or 6 years 
expressed a determined attitude against supervised, advertised sales 
conducted by the Bureau. Their feeling is based on the premise that 
if such sales are allowed to continue, the allotted lands on the reserva- 
tion will eventually be whittled down to nothing, and that the Indian 
people will be practically landless and have very little to show for it. 
The council’s attitude, however, is not compatible with the feelings 
of the individual Indians who desire to sel] their lands. 

Attached are Business Council Resolutions Nos. 752 and 886 which 
express their attitude regarding advertised sales. 

14. (a) The tribe can acquire undivided interests in allotments by 
two procedures—purchase or exchange. There are less than four 
allotments on this reservation in which the tribe has acquired un- 
divided interests. 

Although both procedures are relatively easy to consummate and 
are permissible under the regulations they are not sanctioned by the 
Bureau for this reservation. This is because the remaining heirs in 
an allotment in which the tribe has acquired undivided interests are 
partially restricted by the regulations and constitution and bylaws 
under which the tribe operates. Example: Tribe owns undivided 
one-fourth interest in 20-acre allotment; remaining 8 heirs are unable 
to sell their interests to other than the tribe at appraised value because 
the tribe is prohibited from selling or conveying land in any manner. 
The tract cannot be partitioned for the same reason. 

The regulations governing leasing are, in some instances, different 
for allotted lands and tribal lands. 

In any event, the tribe is in a position to control use of the allotment. 

The status of title also differs in that allotted land is covered by 
restricted fee patents, and land acquired by the tribe is held by the 
United States in trust. 
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(6) Undivided interests owned by alien Indians or non-Indians are 
difficult to administer. Although there is a very small percentage 
of land owned in this manner, any land transaction; i. e., leasing, 
rights-of-way, probate matters, etc., require signatures of all com 
owners Care In some instances we have been unaware that legal 
heirs from other reservations acquired interests in lands on this 
reservation by probate. Undivided interests acquired by non-Indians 
present more of a problem because of their unrestricted. status and 
changes of ownership without the Bureau’s knowledge. 

Attached sheet marked “Exhibit A” shows unrestricted, undivided 
ownership of two non-Indians in a Fort Hall allotment. (See pp. 618, 
619 for exhibits A, B, and C.) 

(c) On this reservation, which is under the Indian Reorganization 
Act, the undivided interests owned by minors are conveyed by guard- 
ian’s deed. The guardian is appointed through the Fort Hall tribal 
court, either by petition of the next of kin or the minor over 14 years 
of age. We have experienced no particular problems with this 
arrangement. 

(d) Mutiple ownership of allotted lands is one of the most. serious 
problems in completing any transaction involving land on this reser- 
vation. In most cases some of the landowners of each tract are living 
on other reservations or cities throughout the Northwest, in the 
Armed Forces, etc. Getting approval for leasing, rights-of-way, etc., 
is a tremendous task and often impossible when the heirship status 
is complicated. 

The Indians have made only limited use of wills as a means of 
devising their property, consequently when a landowner dies his lands 
are probated according to Idaho State laws. In most instances the 
ownership of allotments is in complicated multiple heirship in a few 
years, for which there is no apparent solution. 

Attached for your information is sheet marked “Exhibit B” indi- 
cating owners and their fractional interests in a Fort Hall allotment. 
Oliver Teton, the first name listed, has since died leaving 15 legal 
heirs. His estate has not yet been probated. 

Also, exhibit C, attached, indicates the change of ownership of 
allotment 71—A in just 2 years. 

(e) The Secretary’s authority to sell heirship lands when the owners 
have died intestate and have left minor or incompetent heirs has not 
been exercised. The tribe has not been encouraged to purchase un- 
divided interests in any lands. 
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PART HII—FORT HALL 


To our knowledge, there has been no overall determination by the 
Bureau officials or the tribe of key tracts on the Fort Hall Reservation. 
Applications for sale are reviewed individually to determine their 
importance to the reservation and the economic welfare of its people. 
Where a tract of land has been determined to be indispensable to the 
well-being of the tribe a sale to a non-Indian has been and will con- 
tinue to be rejected. However, sales of such land to the tribal corpo- 
ration are encouraged. 

Figures elsewhere in this report will reflect that only a small acreage 
of land within the reservation boundaries has been sold to non-Indians 
through advertised sales. 

1. Although the tribe has never made a determination of key tracts 
it is the business council’s attitude that no tract of land within the 
reservation boundaries should be alienated. The primary factor for 
their attitude seems to be the alienation of the land rather than its 
resources or strategic location. It is our local policy to encourage 
owners to retain land having a high potentiality. Within the past 
10 years to our knowledge there have been no sales of key tracts. 

2. No determination made by either the tribe or Bureau officials. 

3. No determination made by either the tribe or Bureau officials. 

4. Based on the business council’s recent attitude against alienation, 
rather than on a key-tract basis, there have been sales during fiscal 
year 1958 of 3 tracts to non-Indians, embracing 46 acres, to which the 
council objected. 

5. If these had been considered key tracts, we can see no possibility 
of adverse effect. On the other hand, the leasing program may be 
accelerated to the extent of leasing idle Indian lands surrounding these 
tracts. 

6. No acquisitions of this nature. 


PART ITI—FORT HALL 

. None. 

None. 

. No. 

. No. 

. The Fort Hall Business Council has established a land committee 
composed of three members of the tribe. However, this committee is 
a recommending body and has no authority to approve acquisitions or 
disposals. 

In past years a committee called the appraisal board made inspec- 
tions of land being considered for purchase by the tribes or for 
exchange assignment. One Government employee familiar with realty 
work was assigned to work with this committee. This board was 
established in accordance with the tribal land enterprise program. 
(See item 7 below.) 
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By business council resolution dated October 9, 1956, the land 
committee was established as it exists today. Duties outlined in the 
resolution are— 


* * * to investigate matters concerning lands and tribal buildings on, the 
reservation that have been referred to it by the business council for investigation, 
action, and report at each regular counsel meeting on the first Tuesday of each 
month in accordance with specific instructions from the business council. * * * 
And the specific duties of the land committee will be concerned with such matters 
as (1) hay meadow assignments on the Fort Hall bottoms, (2) standard and 
exchange assignments, (3) land purchase, (4) tribal buildings, (5) annual 
measurement of bottoms hay, and (6) other related subjects. 


The agency realty officer is presently working with the committee 
in formulating a plan of operation. 

6. None have been employed. 

7. The memorandum of understanding covering operation of the 
land purchase and adjustment enterprise of the Shoshone-Bannock 
Tribes, Inc., of the Fort Hall Reservation, approved by the area di- 


rector October 22, 1951, established the tribal land enterprise, It was 
established— 


* * * to consolidate and improve the tenure of the reservation land base in 
order to eliminate obstacles to proper land use, which have grown out of the 
alienation of Indian lands and the breaking up of individual holdings through 
inheritance, for the immediate and future use and benefit of members of the 
Shoeshone-Bannock Tribes, Inc. These adjustments shall involve the purchase 
by the tribes of key tracts of individually owned trust or restricted lands and 
alienated lands, with particular emphasis on the heirship lands and the small 
tracts of irrigated lands which cannot be made use of by the owners by reason 
of the many heirs, the absence of the owners from the reservation or for other 
cause, and adjustments by partition, exchanges, and other land adjustments. 
It is also planned that certain tracts containing phosphate deposits shall be 
acquired by the tribes from individual owners. 

The leasing and permitting activities on irrigated, dry farm, and grazing 
lands on the Fort Hall Reservation will be conducted by the enterprise. The enter- 
prise will also be responsible for preparing and processing all papers in connec- 
tion with rights-of-way, patents-in-fee, certificates of competeney, and other 
transactions pertaining to the real property rights of the Fort Hall Indians. 

III. Lands to be included in the enterprise.—All tribal lands purchased under 
this enterprise, and lands previously purchased from the authorization of $18,000 
for land purchases contained in the Interior Department Appropriation Act of 
1942, approved June 28, 1941, shall remain under the direction and supervision 
of the enterprise, and all income therefrom shall be on the account of the enter- 
prise for or in accordance with the provisions of the plan of operation. 

Included in this enterprise is approximately 8,711 acres of so-called sub- 
marginal lands, the use of which was transferred to the Shoshone-Bannock 
Tribes by revocable permit, approved by the Indian Office March 18, 1947, for 
the period January 1, 1947, to December 31, 1956, for an annual rental of $174.22. 
Under the provisions of this permit, the enterprise shall administer these lands 
and may, through such administration by written agreement transfer such 
rights as are granted to the tribes to a third party, provided that no free use 
of the land covered by the permit is allowed. 

V. Management.—The activities of the enterprise fall naturally into two main 
functions: (a) The purchase of land for the tribes, with funds belonging to the 
enterprise, and (b) the operation of a clerical program engaged in the processing 
of land transactions, leases, permits, etc. Use of funds of the enterprise is subject 
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to approval by the governing body and, therefore, each land purchase must be 
passed upon and approved by a committee composed of the full membership of 
the Fort Hall Business Council. This will cover authority for use of the money 
and their approval of the land selected. Forms used in all these transactions, 
however, are prescribed and executed in accordance with regulations of the 
Department and are finally approved by either the local superintendent and/or 
the area director. 

VI. Land appraisals.—All appraisals of land to be considered for purchase by 
the tribe will be made by an appraisal board of 8 members, 2 of which shall be 
selected by the chairman of the Fort Hall Tribal Council and 1 selected by the 
Superintendent of the Fort Hall Agency. All such appraisals shall be subject 
to approval by the Superintendent. 


While the enterprise was active, three positions existed : 

(1) Land field agent : Qualifications and salary comparable to a GS-7 
position. The incumbent served as head of the branch. 

(2) Lease clerk: Qualifications and salary comparable to a GS-5 
position. The incumbent performed the duties relating to leasing and 
rights-of-way. 

(3) Clerk-stenographer : Qualifications and salary comparable to a 
GS-3. The theuiibeat worked with the land field agent in processing 
all types of land transactions relating to acquisition and disposal. 

While the land-purchase program as outlined in the memorandum of 
understanding was basically sound, not enough careful study was 
given to the acquisitions. As a result, tribal land holdings were in- 
creased without comparable increase in income or proper utilization 
of the land acquired. 

8. In July 1956 the Government established a realty branch at the 
Fort Hall Agency, placing responsibility for this work in the Govern- 
ment where the Bureau felt it rightfully belonged. The tribal land 
enterprise has since been inactive insofar as hiring personnel or col- 
lecting fees for services performed is concerned. 

It is our opinion that a higher degree of effectiveness has been 
achieved in accomplishing realty work since the divided responsibility 
has been eliminated, 


RESOLUTION 752 


Whereas it has come to the attention of the Fort Hall business council of the 
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes that there has been interest shown in our affairs by 
citizens of Pocatello, Idaho, who have formed a committee for the purpose of 
promoting better understanding and relationship between the Indians and the 
non-Indians ; and 

Whereas the most urgent problem confronting our people at the present time is 
the sale of their lands on the reservation to non-Indians and the depletion of 
our land base: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Business Council of the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes, That we 
humbly request the committee, organized as aforesaid, to study the matter of 


the sale of our lands and that this committee help us in our efforts to preserve: 


our reservation ; and be it further 
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Resolved, That we will assist in every way in a study of all of our problems 
and declare that we are grateful for the interest taken in us and that we will be 
glad to have a full discussion of many matters concerning public relations be- 
tween our people and non-Indians, but that we consider the sale of our lands the 
most urgent. 

Authority for the foregoing resolution is found in the Indian Reorganization 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), as amended, and under article VI, section 1 
(r) of the constitution of the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes of the Fort Hall Reser- 
vation, Idaho. 

Dated this 18th day of March 1957. 


RESOLUTION 886 


Whereas the Fort Hall Business Council has for several years tried to stop the 
sale of Indian trust land to non-Indians ; and 

Whereas the council has been unsuccessful to date in its efforts to have the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs reconsider holding further supervised land sales; and 

Whereas the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has been told of our intense feel- 
ings in this matter and that we would use every honorable means to stop further 
alienation of Indian lands: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Fort Hall Business Council of the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes, 
That at their special meeting of November 22, 1957, our legal counsel be requested 
and he is hereby directed to write letters to J. Mat Christenson, route 2-N, 
Pocatello, Idaho; Stanley Hall, Patterson, Idaho; Charles 8. Hall, route 2-N, 
Pocatello, Idaho; and General Mills, Inc., by D. J. Woodland, Post Office Box 581, 
Ogden, Utah, informing them that they would be in trespass if they attempt to 
take possession of the land upon which they bid at the supervised land sale of 
September 18, 1957, or if any other trust land is crossed in getting to the afore- 
said allotments. 

Authority for the foregoing resolution is found in the Indian Reorganization 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984, as amended), and under article VI, section 1 
(r) of the constitution of the Shoshone Bannock Tribes of Fort Hall Reserva- 
tion, Idaho. 

Dated this 22d day of November 1957. 

FRankK W. PARKER, 
Chairman, Fort Halil Business Council. 


CERTIFICATE 


I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was passed while a quorum was 
present by a vote of 4 in favor, 1 absent, and 1 not voting on the date it bears. 


LILLIAN VALLELY, 
Acting Tribal Secretary, Fort Hall Business Council. 
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Exuisir A—Fort HA 
Consolidation of interests, Lucy Ingatuah estate, allotment 872 
Lots 1 and 2; E4.NW% sec. 30, T. 6 8., R. 33 E., Boise meridian (159 


acres) : 
en dh one <b 4ar~ a 36/324 
P-245 Raphaelita P. Stump--__-_- Dtadhetahit he ahdwtie truectddedhenemeas tant 
Bs) Benserce Wmaho*. 6.55.2... 6 1g netting tae seeechtnnntio 108/324 
S$. D. Thomas Calvin !_____- i: SANE iain See ll A il al ian ih Os 24/324 
L-102 Isabelle L. Chapman-----________- Sah ide tance ban eamaees —~ @hoe4 
ie G2 )-Dolores.4. Faniogue...........-...--- aac | tralghenteet A 24/324 
L-31 Thomas S. LaVatta______-_- Ra a a, the She ches 13/324 
LBs PRs 1s. POWELL 2) edd esi. 2 ee 9/324 
L-10: Claerles HE. LaVatta__..........-...- ink wrsedate tan: bain 9/324 
F-37 George B. Fisher... _- | Siwuud) seoulest! Jie tall aul 12/324 
F-27 Area Fiseer .......-- us auubol ate os Suneltescs swald 8/324 
F-39 Weoretta:Mistierval: 63 lowes diss weet peak Lenin ots 8/324 
Fe40:. blhaVewn!Pisher. icin. soibuul seblewesnt etbdlé-ceuwsl2 8/324 
S4S4SKSW sec. 30, T. 6 S., R. 33 E., Boise meridian (20.0 acres): 
P=148ic LaSalle Pocatellosut sos snr blue see iedi dee asses ou 36/324 
P-245 Raphaelita P. Stumpiieui audeigdi wos ebuslueibulse- 36/324 
Bi) Bio nibete ed Galetio 443 Sinus seosd eu adh SCL eld-wd 108/324 
6:12’) Fiketeins Onbving 350% 26 ed decd ov uc Linens de bwemeros 60/324 
1-012 Isabelle L. Chapman... -s::..-.-----+.---- 22+ eee 24/324 
Leo22) M)dipres la Panioguésid  scseus ied - leh ec cece eedable 24/324 
BeOS? itpeppeé Bu Pisher. 3. 63 el 90) ole Lewes due sede 12/324 
NeOy «: 7RMres Diener cas suk IU cose ee bh b sed c cu eeedew ose 8/324 
F-39 Vieinbta eens. 34. bad eal loi ot ccs Saw adt Sesustex 8/324 
P40; ila ern: Wipheress 4) back gauss qocisu can 34 56> oS = din 8/324 
1 White owned. 
Exnuisir B—Fort HALL 
Consolidation of interests, Michell Teton estate, allotment 1290 
ad nt) ea hs bs ein nw amaidawes 1632960/3265920 
eT in oan ate Wir nie ebm nena dee shin sinion & 204120/3265920 
I...) are eo deena mea eaw ee sacs necks 204120/3265920 
‘-—Oo> Ganrenoe Frank Teton......-...--.-..... snsacoone S0GlBO/Bao0es0 
D@t 71 dense JiWMidsr bann 0s mw «ecldutiexy > aihiemethaals dinate 204120/3265920 
1-16,,, Bather Ty Ingawenup nu. 4-2 q- cones o-b - enone nob Se 204120/3265920 
as ce Siig ties ab avee they'd elie aut aes neon 17860/ /3265920 
JER AGERE, aillbe cee wants sare eX a sell id acai als Tei ee 25515/3265920 
B-107 Eunice Broncho___-_-_-=-_---_--- ae cee ie ee a 26568/3265920 
B-112 Bernice Broncho------- Tl a i a a a 26568/3265920 
B-102 Burt Broncho____.______- ie See cas 26568/3265920 
B-113 McManus Broncho-_____.__------ ; aor ae tetas al 26568/3265920 
ee RON BONO ooo os ses eee ce mnnessneccenam= 94605/3265920 
P-245 Raphaelita Pocatello Stump--.-.-...-...-...--------- 1440/3265920 
P=118 Lasalie Pocatello._................-.-- Sneed ae 360/3265920 
Heirs of Joseph Teton, Prob. 11800—52 
C-30 Lillian Cookman Teton_-______---- POG RA 2Soade ake 68040/3265920 
edi |e Ug A 27216/3265920 
7 =oe° Senn 2eeon.........-...... Sl ad Sa ie igri a iden ida 27216/3265920 
a—10 Rishara Teton..............- Seeweaate one eens 27216/3265920 
T-71 Caroline Teton Racehorse___....---- Weteelaticcaes 27216/3265920 
ee ea ee een eeunat awn n a aewretle 9072/3265920 
ee a ee ee ee eee Bi scrasta 9072/3265920 
TE PE HI kin cnncngiacsuwkcdesasned ered. cata Gch 9072/3265920 
Heirs of Cornelia Pocatello Fisher, Prob. 17407—53 
F-37 George B. Fisher_-_--_------ Mae aitne elites 480/3265920 
eee sare ee ada tes 320/3265920 
F-39 Violetta Fisher (Lillian Fisher)..............----_--- 320/3265920 


I ee din ta dscns ncbddenedeskeouw om 320/3265920 
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ExuHisir C—Fort HAti 


ALLOTMENT CARD 




















Allotment No T1-a Original Allottee Linceln Levering 
Legal Description &/2 sw/, NW/L, Sec. 22, T5 S, R 34 E; and SW/y Sec. 3, 
REF WATER 
GARS TT 3S. R32 EBM 
731 {fue ' 160 _ Acres 
STATE OF OWNERSHIP Died 10/6/1956 
1-L8 Original (x ) Probate No. .12149-57___ 
Heirship ( ) Relinquished in lieu ( ) 
Certificate of Competency ___ 
Fractional Owners 
11M. Al. No Name ID or An. Nomber Share 
No 
NE “lizabeth Webster Levering (Estate of) wife 9/27? 
1-50 NE Reva May Levering dau. 2/27 
L149 NE Nelson Bartlett levering i han di A cag, I 
NE “Everett Lincoln Levering (Estate of) son 2/29¢ 
L-52 NE Annabelle Levering = 
L-53 NE Maxine Levering dau, 2/27 
a aa ee * 
L-57 NE Phyllis Jean Levering dau. 2/27 
1258 HE x wn han aiesigritainmansivaaeicnteces’ <n sik siiihoadein ns 
L-59 NE  Tlene’ Levering dau. 2/27 
I. an Heirs of Elisabeth Webster Levering, Prob, #12150-57 
0-32? NE Adeline 1. Cayou Valentine... .daw. i 
L-§2 NE Annabelle Levering dau. 1/7 of 1/3 or 1/21 
1-53 NEB Maxine Levering ; cee 1/2 
1-56 NE Lucille Levering dau, 1/7 of 1/3 or 1/21 
15? NE. OO es a i 
L-58 NE Delphine Levering dau. 1/7 of 1/% or 1/21 
1a59 iE Illene Lever en lie 21 
ame _—___-—_Heirs of Beerett- OE 
1.67 NE Shirley Lieb Levering wife 1/2 of 2/27 or 1/27 
lef NE Dens Kay Levering —————_____-__deu,_____i/2 e¢ 2/27 ee 1/27 


30451—58—41 


tees 


ore 
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3. NORTHERN IDAHO AGENCY 








DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inpran AFFarrs, 
Lapwai, Idaho, June 11,1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: In response to your inquiry of April 
17, 1958, concerning Indian land transactions during the last 10-year 
period, we are attaching reports of land transactions on the Nez Perce 
and Coeur d’Alene Reservations on the forms supplied by your com- 

mittee. There is no record of the disposal or acquisition of any 
individually owned Indian lands on the Kootenai or Kalispel Reser- 
vations during the 10-year period. 

Every effort has been made to compile the information requested 
so that the report would reflect the true status of land transactions 
completed during the 10- -year period. 

As of June 30, 1957, there were the following number of acres 
of individually owned Indian lands in trust status on the four Indian 
reservations under this jurisdiction : 


Acres 
ne ey nasi cnc Tacchini esis Dannie wicca 61, 910 
Ie OR (RO er re rN en ee 59, 193 
Ire NO I ll le asl hia ates bias hinge eiee 4, 003 
UNNI NINN IND ks cs as plpencinsen by Sn miacehconn otnaaes aint Sentegr ak ence sulin apmsieiaisains 4, 340 


There are 5 tribal employees on the Nez Perce Reservation, 2 of 
which are concerned with land transactions, their duties being lim- 
ited to the leasing of individually and tribally owned lands. One 
employee was maintained at the Coeur d’Alene Reservation on leasing 
transactions until recently, but that position has now been terminated 
and the leasing activities for the Coeur d’Alene, Kootenai, and Kalis- 
pel Reservations are now being handled by Government employees at 
this agency. All land transactions involving the four reservations 
under this jurisdiction are handled by Government personnel with 
the exception of the Nez Perce leasing. 

A small-scale map showing the areas covered by the Nez Perce, 
Coeur d’Alene, Kootenai, and Kalispel Reservations is also attached 
for your use.” 

Sincerely yours, 
Wim E. Ensor, Jr., 
Superintendent. 


1On file with the committee for reference purposes. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE 
PART I—NORTHERN IDAHO 


1. See the following: 


July 1, 1947: Acres 
Nes: Perce Tridel ownership... ~~. 4. 2b nnn la 31, 721 
Coeur i) Ateneo Tribéel ownprehip.............-.26s ee 14, 259 
Baliopel ‘Pribal ownershin. .... 1.6. nnn senons eee 203 
Total trust acreage: 

TRON, PCG es scsi pecscidigenesibisgy cisely waded eee eee 111, 929 
Camar Ga lee. i. 63 35 bees eee eee 75, 417 
Beotenet...i.0 8 88 eens ieaenaaieelieens 4, 108 
GE was cecwns a 1nnuensenmiinaniilaiaiitiaall 4, 629 

Debe) cscs ccccwcapwawapwectineienmypnemnigeimnialiiin 196, 083 


Tribes in this jurisdiction own no land in fee status. 
2. See the following: 












































July 1, 1947: Acres 
I I ceca cincinnati sn icon agg ocean ae le 78, 851 
SINT Oe MN cas ssi asses cere can ey ste Lee sane eeaaapucenaiaete a ema ae 60, 792 
BOCCONA os nso ino Seo ce aseeenecnceesieseenneenne 4, 105 
PRI S508 ha NS he lish Lam i fo ht Se ninco asl incase 4, 430 

3. See the following: 
[Acres] 
Fiscal year | Nez | Coeur | Koo- Kalispel | Fiseal year Nez | Coeur | Koo- }Kalispel 
Perce d’Alene} tenai | Perce |d’Alene} tenai 
7: te rte "te vw Te ea r r 3 * , |} oe | LH re 

yone... 2522) 8 | o| of OPIN fo nccos | @ 0 0 0 

1949_ Rc chd ‘ 3 0 O TINGE. Sik cc cian a 0 0 0 

1950...-- 12 4 0 O || 1966.........-...| 53 0 0 0 

Tek 56 3 0 | Oi eee eee 29 | 6 | 0 | 0 

1952... 62 2 0 | V4) SOSF isi... ee 15 1 | 0 0 

4. See the following: 
[Acres] 
Fiscal year | Nez | Coeur | Koo- | Kalispel Fiseal year Nez Coeur Koo- |Kalispel 
| Perce |d’Alene} tenai Perce |d’Alene| tenai 
scstigetigna atte Real ss Bd | | 
| | | | 

1948. | a7 0 | 0 | +1) wee 5, 083 | 0 | 0 0 

TORR ticancsonkal) 0a 480 0} Li... or 3, 157 | 0 | 0 0 

Fe annie 1, 041 640 0 C.F i oticssiminicn 3, 031 | 0 | 0 0 

Wises 2, 112 24 0 Ol Wi eos 2, 294 680 | 0 0 

| ree 4, 924 43 0 OH MGS c5cens 1, 501 81 | 0 0 
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5. See the following: 


NEZ PERCE RESERVATION 





LAND TRANSACTIONS 











coo~ 


mBOOSBSSO 














1948 | | 1949 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 1953 | 1954 jm 1955 5 1956 1957 
en — weer ass a), ; 
Patents-in-fee._......_... Savoie de tale 0 5 8] 13 7 4 2| °7 7 | 0 
Removal of restrictions................. 0 0 0 1 l 0 0 | 0 | 3 0 
To fee by inheritance_._..............-- 1 0 0 0 0 0 0} 0 0 
Bxohange by trade... _................- 0 0 0 0 0 | Or oof es 
Exchange to Indians._-____...._....... 4 0 1 0 4 1 1 0 0 
cnt ocunwsuniasabkesudas 0 1 3 6 0 1 3 2 0 
i a 1 0 0 0 5 1 6 1 0 
Tin... cccauebeanieanhen ce 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
ee en 0 0 0 9 44 7 36 43 29 
dich aiiaich len i 2 2 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 

COEUR D'ALENE 

petey Ate seh S 
Patents-in-fee..___- fei oe lie) | 4] 0] | as 
Takings for public purpose... aaa ae ; 0 | 0 0 3 0 0 0 
Sales to fee...................-... PURBAXD A Tg 0 0 | 0} 0 

| | 

6. Acreages: 
NEZ PERCE 
| 1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 195 

| = - —— 
Patents-in-fee. eveseesee--| 0 | 228] 681] 961 | 400 sn | o| 
Removal of restrictions... sienna aca AR Aa 0 oI 0 
To fee by inheritance... .........-.--- 31 or” 6OT UOT 0 0 | 
Exchange to Indian in tribe.....-..---- | 155/ 0} | 0 80 f | 0 
Sales to Indian in tribe..............--.- 0 80 | 280) 356 0 | 
COE A ctehinnsl Misses chcteasksidehsns | 3} oO] oO| 0 50 | 0 
Exchanged to fee._..........-.--.-.---- 0 | 0 0 | 0 0 0 
Sales to fee... _-- + a 0 | 0 0| 501 | 294 
‘Takings for public purposes. - lanai | 57] 200 0| 135 

COEUR D’ALENE 
] —— 

ie ee cnmnints 0| 480) 640 0 40 0 0 0| 560 
Removal of restrictions...............-. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I ee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 120 
Takings for public purposes-_..........- 0 0 0 24 SB Avene a we 
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7. One transaction by the Nez Perce Tribe was completed in fiscal 
year 1957 by which the tribe acquired 192 acres of individually allotted 
trust land. No other transactions durmg the 10-year period on any 
other reservation in this jurisdiction. 

8. Fiscal year 1957: 192 acres, Nez Perce Tribe from individually 
allotted Laas: 

9. See above. 

10. See above. 

11. See the following : 





Nez Perce Coeur Kalispel Kootenai 
d’ Alene 
ae seiees anime « bane dns ens 31, 721 13, 626 SOO BE 1d. nn oth bind 
United Btutes in tempt... 2... ooo 95, 181 73, 150 4, 629, 27 4,015. 20 
Tripe 00 (06.06.b.4432i5--02)- SL aia. 0 0 0 0 
12. Individual ownership: 

BR aE SE ee eens entree Pe Eee 61, 910 
COR Te i ee po ce thajenens co eeeresensencenceices ea alienihasaine elie an 59, 193 
Weamepel eo eh JQ Ee ee So eee 4, 340 
Boctene hs eas etd oo i i JS a eee eee 4, 003 


13. (a) Nospecial acts of Congress have affected the acquisition and 
— of Indian lands on reservations under this jurisdiction. 

(6) We have about 40 complicated-heirship tracts that have pre- 
sented a problem. This is due to the multiple ownership. Heirs 
number from 10 to 75. In some cases, minors are involved, Canadians 
are involved, non-Indians are also involved in some of these tracts. 
Inherited interests are so small that it is difficult to administer and 
distribute funds to the proper heirs, both on land sales and leases. 

(c) There are no special tribal resolutions affecting land sales in 
this jurisdiction. 

14. (a) No problems with undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

(6) We have about 40 tracts, as mentioned above, which have un- 
divided interests owned by non-Indians and alien Indians. An ex- 
ample of such a tract is attached, Kootenai allotment No. 26. There 
are 90.90 acres in this allotment. (See attachments Nos. 2 and 3.) 
No. 3 gives a summarization of Canadian interests in Kootenai allot- 
ments. An actual citizenship determination must be made by the 
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Solicitor before these interests can be disposed of: Kootenai No. 26 
is one of the most complicated tracts. There are minors involved, 
many Canadian Indians involved, and the small fractionated inter- 
ests present a problem. By actual count, there are 34 Canadians and 
5 minors owning interests in this tract. Some of the heirs want to 
dispose of the tract, but the minors and Canadian interests make this 
a very difficult matter. 

(c) The Kalispel Reservation is the only reservation in this juris- 
diction under the Indian Reorganization Act. There are about 102 
Indians owning allotments or shares in allotments on the Kalispel, and 
it is estimated that approximately 20 of these are minors. 

(d) We have many incomplete applications for sale of allotted 
Indian land where all of the ae fail to sign the application. Re- 
cently, a tract of land was advertised, sold, and deeds prepared, onl 
to have one heir with a very small interest refuse to sign the deed, 
thus making it necessary to return the bid deposit to the purchaser, 
etc. On this particular tract, there were 6 or 8 heirs, and a great deal 
of work was done for naught. However, usually, when all the heirs 
sign the application, they will complete the transaction, and most 
such cases are stalled at the outset by the refusal of all of the heirs 
to sign. 

(e) This agency has never made use of the Secretary’s authority 
to sell heirship lands. 

PART II—NORTHERN IDAHO 

1. None. 

2. None. 

3. One hundred and ninety-two acres purchased by Nez Perce Tribe 
in fiscal year 1957. 

4, Not known. 

5. See above. 

6. None acquired. 

PART ILI—NORTHERN IDAHO 


1. Nez Perce tribal leasing enterprise; lease clerk (GS-7 equiva- 
lent; salary $5,335), clerk-stenographer (GS-3 equivalent, salar 
$3,660). Operation of this enterprise is entirely financed from col- 
lection of lease fees charged by tribal enterprise. 

2. None. 

3. No. All proposed Jand-sale transactions are forwarded to the 
tribe for consideration and the tribe is given an opportunity to nego- 
tiate for a sale if it desires to do so. If the landowners agree, the 
tribe is given the opportunity to meet the high bid. 

4. The committee refers the property problem to the entire tribal 
council for approval. 

5. Yes. The tribal council has a committee that is in contact with 
the realty office regarding land sales. At present, the tribes under 
this jurisdiction do not Se any money available for purchasing 
land. 
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6. None that we know of. 

7. No tribal land enterprise. The Nez Perce Tribe operates a leas- 
ing enterprise, as discussed under item 1, part ITI. 

8. The Coeur d’Alene leasing enterprise was discontinued as of 
April 10, 1958. 


Ownership status of individual lands, by tracts, Northern Idaho Indian Agency, 
Lapwai, Idaho, as of June 30, 1952 



























































Nez Perce |Coeur d’Alene} Kootenai Kalispel Grand total 
Reservation | Reservation | Reservation | Reservation 
Ee ee ee 
Num- |Num- |Num- Num- Num- 
ber of Acreage| ber of} Acreage|ber of| Acreage|ber of| Acreage|ber of| Acreage 
tracts \tracts jtracts| tracts tracts 
| | 
Living original allottee....... 38 | 3,418; 91|14,241| 6 220} 60} 2,494] 195} 20,873 
Other single owner__.....---- 1335 | 26, 690 144 | 16, 409 8 497 14 651 | } 501 44, 237 
Multiple ownership: | 
DA i ccmanactbcbacns 332 | 26, 796 149 | 21,777 17 1, 338 23 946 521 50, 857 
6 theese 30.....i05..-... 118 9, 932 34 5,260 | 222 | 22,040 6 248 | 2180 | 2.17, 500 
li theomen 18............. 92 | 4,493 | 9 Re edenaceee | scninevsecnananthieds wien Sacecktedl 61 5, 729 
eS 45 | 4,290 | 5 WOU Rivtsinscaias |one-----]---2--}seae---- 50 5, 015 
DORs sc cc cupessesccens 920 | 75, 619 432 | 59, 648 59 4, 103 103 4, 339 |1, 506 | 143, 711 
! 











1 This represents originally 247 allotments. By partitionment and conveyance among Indians, these 
247 allotments now comprise 335 separate tracts. 
, 2 This figure represents all multiple ownership 6 and over. No breakdown has been completed into 2 
ower groups. 
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Lands under administration of Bureau of Indian Affairs, Northern Idaho 
Indian Agency, Lapwai, Idaho, as of June 80, 1952 
wtedaak sialic voll 7 sities theca pnediaintnntetdeittadiccintonnsclntinnnetn es 
| Acreages 
dade : wea i sa eileen 
| Nez Perce Coeur | Kootenai | Kalispel 
Reserva- d’ Alene | Reserva- Reserva- | Grand 
tion | Reserva- tion i tion | total 
tion } 
| } | 
A a NE | 108, 697 74, 273 4, 108 4,629 | 191, 707 
Dettusted) coites wees. leg eosl sus JeeeeL oe hopes a eo 
ER Se en Se eon 52, 023 | 34, 742 | 1, 877 332 | 88,974 
ND ii ks ee 23, 350 6, 104 | 1, 588 1, 680 32, 722 
et eet 5-7 TT Aaa ATT Coa 33, 135 25, 322 | 640 2,531 | 61, 628 
Administrative sites ..................-...- 4 | 10 | D iWAcdidews 57 
POON WHO Aoi 21... ond. ccd i nonchocccsetee Pdi cas wacadas 86 8, 181 
gg RC OEE RSS AE iat dieietbeisenadl atvanadadin madd eeephinesenten 145 
Allotments: i 7. aattel ge ? 
ee Ses Ei ca 5 ies bbls bites oH Se eeeees Pele key) RAE 
a ktinal 49, 116 | 34, 712 1, 877 320 | 86,025 
oo SE) ee eee! ee es 17, 890 3, 784 1, 588 1,680 | 24,942 
Se bic LOM ES 5S. sss 8, 613 | 21, 152 640 | 2,340 | 32,745 
Administrative sites....................... J. wun anne hibetatectubihcl. bacupasctewludhl LSeus Tie 
NE TN kk ccc weenncud ae sa ap deed sesenbisil. 
Other (cemeteries)... ........-...--......-- mania es Fed versie teuh=son<ghelisdembetise es 
Silane tina hiatal asetgenne die hereineey ei — 
eee eee 75, 619 | 59, 648 4,105 | 4, 340 143, 712 
Tribal lands: | THU Mimattolls ths ro] Sn mn | 1 
iia anette sauieadecinseatidiainiiaes EE « iL deed Oe hue. busied Dig. . 
Moniebgnbe@nins tech wb hele 2. Ree lesceks slat Uk ade | 12 2.418 
a. comenacia 4, 733 TP iveccakcsusextwroeacslaie 7, 053 
RA A Ad a ee ee | 24, 522 : 
Administrative sites ...............-....... bid dckédweene 
es. icdeusesecueeed Siete atedee 
Co EE eee 60 
Tetal, tribal lends. ......................- 31, 721 14, 295 | None | 203 | 46,219 
\— — ~ a =: 
Government lands: 
a init aa tha aereemere: a lacie ih wninistlhmeaeialaalmada 
ee ccmue sack 501 ee cee 531 
I in tna irincieriitv dice eetcintetinrion | ME Cudidcndclcmmebasanacdboasth Ledeunenahunn | 727 
ER cnnichkminitthndesnsnwanatts aes DP Esticnecwnatass lnamadaenke 290 
Administrative sites.............--.--. --| 44 10 D bewncemevenen 57 
eee | nmnawaiuie D bcncuckommees 86 86 
NS ie hi eta icon aaecacas Dl -rtecsprrslosnseveveneclentwapeunens 85 
——__—__—_ ]} — | 
Total Government lands..............-. | 1, 357 330 3 | 86 1,776 

















INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 629 


toate an a ee 


Allotment (Kootenai) 26 (May 1958) 

















Heir’s name Share Account No. i 
| | 5 
simile atti NR Ma ai lacie lates saiiliaellliads : 
Devid Lass. =.<.;--.2-c} Se : Sack ais uinlconacunnenne 8670/1944000 _ ___- L-70. 
Sophia Luke !... pp aecabebis site . ..--------| 8670/1944000 - _-_- L-75. i 
Sam Pierre Alexander. ...-.| 59250/1944000_...| A-35 (estate). 
Sophia Isador Chiqui David !__- . ...-.--| 81000/1944000__._} C-33. 
DIIGO BE Bee chine a nce ceeeecsnen pnd nail hae eee 48600/1944000 _ ...| C-27. i 
Therese David or Teresa David !. ae. aod isaac 64800/1944000_...| D-20. t 
Baptiste Cutsack-. “> > nn becee-----s---------| 91600/1966000....| C=79. a 
SG BREN sc iidin scree nssss) : ; ..---.-------| 23500/1944000_ ...| D-16. 
Joseph Chiqui_.........--.-- % . -------------| 385650/1944000...| C-29. i 
Mary Cecile Isador y Genrem) ea eds 5 ieee 180450/1944000. __| I-30. i 
Isaac David !_._. Gad enon .....----| 35220/1944000....| D-63. % 
Mathias David !_______. xs a cain amandeine 35220/1944000__..| D-64. \ 
Christopher Ernest !_ - - : 7 .....--| 21150/1944000....| E-62. | 
Antoine Ernest !__- , oH 21150/1944000__..| E-63. i 
Theresa Adams (Luke) !_- ices ‘ ..--.----------| 3240/1944000__...| A-167 (deceased). 
Sam Pierre Tamia !- -. ; . ....-------| 4700/1944000 . .__- T-80. 
Gabriel Luke !____- > : | 4700/1944000 _ _ .- L-116. 
Susan Chiqui (George) ¥ . as sticaticnee 77400/1944000 _ ...| G-26. 
Ann Jerome (Andrew) (Isador) Tin cast _....-.--| 48150/1944000....| I-13. 
Moses Isadore. | whcwab abe cue cmtnoem chen sh cwimne atom oka ann: ne 
Ann Mary Abraham !__- seni 12600/1944000....| A-193. 
Anastasia Abraham Joseph ( Anastasia O’ Say Joseph) -. a eampia 21150/1944000_ _..| J-59. 
EGER SOc a Mice skin onohckdbtnabaliedhenndstacnbadiebebat 14100/1944000___.| J-118. 
Sabina Seymour (Sabine Seymour)!__.........-...-.-.---.------ 14100/1944000_._.| S-198. 
RIN Is ok on. ont cn ic aneanininndnahinnehaemeaaaieeiest 2820/1944000 _ . ... W-179. 
Alban White !__._... ha ie 2820/1944000__... W-180. 
ye LR ee ee a 2820/1944000 _ - . .. W-181. 
Pauline David Chiqui Sam _— Sam Luke)! 4380/1944000- _ .. . D-86. 
ge PS: Oe ee ee ee 64800/1944000. ...| C-147. 4 
Alexander Andrew !____. ‘ 7875/1944000 _ _ . _. A-208. | 
Se RE Re ES ee 7875/1944000 _ _ . .- A-209. 
ENG BEND Finn 5. i tS cbb ceincncchossnncbcntbebtuwncdcsheaiene 7875/1944000 _ . . .. A-210. 
I AE Foie ce in hk oth ceannn nthnnaahenie een skeneiedpete 7875/1944000 _ . ... A-211. 
Castine? Femme Sa a cscicn es - caceckbs peepee nee. .o3scksemne 5400/1944000 - - _ - J-140. 
Aloysius Simon (Aloysius Simon McCoy)!-_-......-....--.------ 2890/1944000 _. __. M-220. 
Se a RE | ee SE 1156/1944000 _ . _ .. M-221. 
PE I 9. it ei Sh dd omactodautndncahicsbus teabeselinana 1156/1944000 - . ... M-222. 
SUMAN AGE Fo oo on dba pant ce nabinwknncccnsceshutiiachunedssncnl Eanes M-223. 
Ree BRO Oe 8-55 boo hse oan connbanonansteRiuckucconees 1156/1944000. M-224, 
REE DIET vbctninth sc deckiienncabskpuiansthenisboumeleel 1156/1944000-_ .... M-225. 
Nancy Luke (Mrs. Gabriel Luke)!................---.-.-.-...-- 486000/1944000_..| L-146 (Canadian). 
bg Re a aa a Ot 7050/1944000_ . ... Estate. 
po eee ae ee eee 8670/1944000 - . ... 
RO Fe nk bdnbccsheddchaniite se atcekncthsnededie 21600/1944000. . .. 
FE cb abibanddntabddnbdpeadeutenedstbnnsbatanbnapebaiade 1944000/1944000- . 





1 Probably Canadian National. 
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4. UMATILLA AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inptan AFrarrs, 
Pendleton, Oreg., May 23, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular A ffairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator Murray: In reply to your request of April 17, 1958, 
we are enclosing statistical data, in duplicate, covering all land trans- 
actions involving the disposition and acquisition of Indian lands on the 
Umatilla Reservation in the State of Oregon from July 1, 1947, through 
June 30, 1957. 

Also incorporated in this report are Federal lands acquired from 
private owners since 1930. 

Sincerely yours, 
Louis BREUNINGER, 
Acting Superintendent. 


1. See the following: 


PART I—UMATILLA 


Acres in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947.......................+...-.+ 15, 183. 93 
Number of: acres in :tribal tfust. 0. i ne ll 15, 183. 93 
Number of acres acquired by tribe in fee__...____-----..-..-----.-- 0 


2. Number of acres of trust or restricted lands in individual Indian 
ownership on July 1, 1947: 92,203.49. 

3. Number of transactions consumated in each fiscal year from 
July 1, 1947, to July 1, 1957, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed : 


WAG)... dctianiamdienis TO EER. ntteronnemametn 1 | SEER. nonnentepenere 13 
TO hkictintoummant EEE Ff Fe cpvenicieslpattatigetiore 51 
Ise ete OL PORE. ous cass 7 
WDB i aicncnbd cand teal PI. oaslenemaidon 9 








4. Number of acres disposed of or removed from Bureau juris- 
diction during each fiscal year from July 1, 1947, to July 1, 1957: 


1968 ..nnrcmaeson }, COB. 261 30RR.g oc = 40. 00 | 1956.......-_. 897. 89 
190D i Len dnedides 1, 002. 46 | 1953__..-.--.-.- 80. 00 | 1957........... 1, 809. 93 
Teen sepsnnnnn 0 1966. ss 560. 00 
ea 160. 00 | 1955........... 599. 53 
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5. Transactions listed in No. 3 above were as follows: 














To fee 
Exchange Fee Removal status To fee Takings 
to fee patents of restric- | by inherit- status for public 
status tions ance or by sale purposes 
devise 
tit se oa hesindice aaa 1 19 2 0 0 0 
hdnvansraveiebabbhusseunes 0 13 0 1 0 0 
Fe Ocinn ccs cesninunglbeheeae 0 0 0 0 0 0 
RR ita gvas-chin-debieeiciad waist dient 0 3 0 0 0 0 
a a RE 0 0 0 | 0 1 0 
3088... sith. Sacks dde-s ans 0 1 0 0 0 0 
1954_. a a 0 7 0 0 0 0 
i ccbatihrtiiameanaiitih ctbacins 0 8 0 0 0 1 
DE icininhoivincakagteatean, 0 8 0 0 5 0 
WOU citeccvccackanccshlen seal 0 13 0 2 6 30 
6. Acreages listed in No. 4 above were as follows: 
To fee 
Exchange Fee Removal status To fee Tak 
to fee patents of restric- | by inherit- status for public 
status tions ance or by sale purposes 
devise 
teh a6 onucdibanenny iin 80 1, 446. 76 80 0 0 0 
iin ten cctasosedicg Mibaiadtindh tail 0 922. 46 0 80 0 0 
BR can nct<-tgeepesyecnent 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Be ken thug le ioe pn ad py trie 0 160. 00 0 0 0 0 
3668... bcc dibs we 0 0 0 0 40 0 
iil lanisningieeintainsnsetagiond aie 0 80. 00 0 0 0 0 
tis dine iencdbaleehane ‘ 0 560. 00 0 0 0 0 
ae etedl-tinsibanedl 0 579. 53 0 0 0 20. 00 
SD acti caMibanindnmnew hme 0 | 560. 00 0 0 337. 89 0 
Pl octnkecieenescibwiisectena 0 | 971.13 0 160 360. 00 318. 80 











7. A tract of land on the Umatilla Indian Reservation containing 
6,000 acres was purchased by the United States Government in fiscal 
year 1957, from a non-Indian for a relocated Celilo Falls Indian resi- 
dent, Wally Wak Wak, Umatilla enrollee, whose home was inundated. 
when the Dalles Dam was completed. No other purchases have been 
made. 

8. See No. 7. 

9. See No. 7. 

10. See No. 7. 

11. There were 15,276.00 acres owned by the Confederated Tribes of 
the Umatilla Reservation on December 31, 1957. Fifteen thousand, 
two hundred and seventy-six acres were held by the United States in 
trust for the tribes on December 31, 1957. . The tribe acquired no acre- 
age in. fee. 

12;,There were 83,526.95 acres of trust or restricted land in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957. 

13. Under act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 362), 6.00 acres of fee- 
patented land were purchased on this reservation for a relocated 
Celilio Falls Indian resident whose home was inundated when the 
Dalles Dam on the Columbia River was completed. 

No study is being made of the cause and effect of sales. The tribal 
council has not passed or considered any resolution on this subject. 

14. The heirship or multiple-ownership problem has affected the dis- 
posal of Indian lands as follows: 
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(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe is no problem on this 
reservation as the tribe does not own any land other than that held 
in trust by the United States. 

(6) Only 4 or 5 tracts have undivided interests owned by a non- 
Indian. We have had very little difficulty in disposing of any tracts 
where interests were held by non-Indians. 

(¢) Umatilla Indian Reservation is not under the Indian Reorgani- 
zation Act. 

(d@) Owners of undivided inherited interests are scattered all over 
Western United States and we have found it very difficult to locate 
them to obtain their consent. We have also had Indians with very 
small shares withhold their consent when those holding the larger 
shares wish to sell, thereby canceling the transaction. 

(e) No use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell heir- 
ship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left minor 
or ark et heirs. The tribe has not been encouraged to buy such 
lands. 


PART II—UMATILLA 


No key tracts on the Umatilla Reservation have gone into non- 
Indian ownership nor have any been conveyed to or acquired for other 
Indians or to the tribe. 


PART ITI—UMATILLA 


The Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Reservation have assumed 
responsibility for real-estate activities as follows: 

1. Two employees, paid by the tribe, devote their time to real-estate 
work: 

George J. Barth: $5,035 per annum, lease clerk. 
Mary Lou Ringering: $3,712 per annum, stenographer. 

This branch has charge of the leasing of all Indian-owned farm- 
lands and grazing units, with the cooperation of the Land Operations 
Branch of the Bureau and the approval of the Agency Super- 
intendent. 

2. No agency real-estate employee is paid in part or in full by the 
tribe. 

3. Charles F. Luce, tribal attorney, advises the board of trustees of 
the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Reservation with regard to 
tribal real-estate activities. 

4. The tribal organization has a farm committee which makes 
recommendations regarding tribal real-estate activities. These recom- 
mendations are made to the board of trustees who make the decisions. 

5. The tribal organization does not have a real-estate committee 
which advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities. 

6. The tribe does not employ a private consultant to study particu- 
lar phases of its real-estate activities. However, the Bureau has not 
disapproved such employment. 

7. The tribe has an organization known as the land and leasing 
enterprise. The tribal enterprise was begun early in 1950. It is self- 
sustaining. Lease fees, which are paid entirely by the lessees, cover 
all of the expenses for salary and equipment with enough to spare to 
show a profit of approximately $3,000 to $4,000 per year. The fees 
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are in accordance with a schedule approved by the Commissioner, 
and the schedule provides for a fee of $5 for a lease, with a total bond 
¥ to $100. From $100 to $1,000 the fee increases $5: for each $500 
of the total bond. An initial fee is collected when the lease has been 
signed and bonded. This fee is based on the total, which reflects the 
advance guaranty to be paid during the lease term. An additional 
fee is calcciad with each crop report based on the amount the crop 
share exceeds the amount of guaranty advanced. 

8. The tribe has not been instructed to turn real-estate operations 
over to the Bureau. 

No tribal operations have been experienced on this reservation, All 
acquisitions and disposals have been under the jurisdiction of the. 
Bureau. 

A tract of land containing 0.22 acre was purchased by the United 
States Government from a non-Indian for use as a road on the west 
boundary of the agency campus. The land was deeded to. the United 
States of America by Fred . Young and May Young by warranty 


deed on February 18, 1931, for a consideration of $1 and other good 
and valuable consideration. The deed was recorded in Umatilla 
County on July 22, 1931, in book 136, page 589. Indian Office file 
No. 38336-31 appears on the face of the deed. 
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5. WARM SPRINGS AGENCY 


DrEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Boreav or Inpran AFFairs, 
Portland, Oreg., June 10, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator Murray: Enclosed is the questionnaire sent out by 
your committee on the acquisition and disposition of Indian lands in 
the last 10 years. This report, submitted by the superintendent of 
the Warm Springs Indian Reservation, is in two parts. One covers 
the Warm Springs Reservation in Oregon and the other covers the 
Burns-Paiute public-domain allotments near Burns, Oreg., which are 
under the supervision of the Warm Springs Agency superintendent. 

These reports are being forwarded by this office at the request of the 
acting superintendent of the Warm Springs Agency, 

Sincerely yours, 
Don C. Foster, 
Area Director. 





A. WARM SPRINGS RESERVATION 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE Di1spostTioNn AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 Years—NarRATIVE Report 


PREAMBLE 


The Confederated Warm Springs Tribes of Oregon may be viewed 
in a somewhat different light in the approach to their land, problems 
than most other tribes or bands. They have, collectively and indi- 
vidually, maintained a strict retention of the trust rights afforded them 
by treaty and under the act of June 18, 1934 (IRA). To.retain the 
trust ownership of lands the tribe has expended their own funds in 
the purchase of lands and have not permitted encroachment, by non- 
Indians to any extent. There may be a few exceptions, such as fee 
patents issued in the early days of the reservation and similar land 
sales, but these have been few in number and acres. 

With the tribes’ acceptance of the act of June 18, 1934, they have 
placed. considerable emphasis upon return of alienated lands and other 
involved lands to tribal ownership, Much of this has been accom- 
plished prior to 1948. They have used such means at their command 
to carry out this program and general policy. The lands so acquired 
in the name,of the tribe have, in most part, been assigned. to tribal 
members as farm homes and homesite tracts, 

Therefore, the statistical report attached, does not reflect trans- 
actions, other than sales to the tribes. 
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PART I—WARM SPRINGS 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted lands: 

1, How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

(1) 435,841 acres; (2) 435, 841 acres; (3), none. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual ownership on July 1, 1947 ? 

There were 130,842 acres. 

3. How many transactions by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of 
wnat etc.) were consummated during each fiscal year since July 
1, 1947 ? 

None found of record, excepting 1955, 1 tract of 160 acres. 

4, How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

One tract in 1955 of 160 acres. 

5. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by type of transaction. 

By fee patent, 1. 

6. Give the acreage for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

By fee patent, 160 acres. 

7, 8,9, and 10. All lands within the boundaries of the Warm Springs 
Reservation have been or were previously under Indian ownership, 
either tribally owned or individually allotted. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31,1957? 

There were 458,831 acres. 

How many acres held by United States in trust ? 

There were 458,351 acres. 

How many acres acquired by the tribe in fee ? 

There were 480 acres, estimate. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 104,997 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination acts, 
private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council pa or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

(a) No special acts have been passed relative to the disposals or 
issuance of patents-in-fee that would affect individual allotments on 
this reservation. The most deterrent action taken by Congress, has 
been the limitation amendments to the appropriation acts with respect 
to the tribes returning former trust lands, now in fee status to trust 
ownership. The tribal council has been consistant in requesting any 
purchase or restoration of lands to tribal ownership be made in trust, 
(See copy of resolution No. 1428 attached.) This recent resolution has 
to do with restoration to tribal ownership of certain Government 
owned administrative site. Their position is set forth therein. 
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14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the problem : 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe: 

There are none at present writing. However, with the tribal pur- 
chase of heirship interests held by Klamath heirs in some thirty-odd 
Warm Springs allotments, there will be tribally owned trust shares in 
these allotments. 

(6) Undivided interests owned by non-Indians and alien Indians: 
No vested non-Indian rights have been found of record, other than 
dower or curtesy rights to the allotted lands. The same applies to 
alien Indians of other countries. There is a large heirship holding in 
the remaining allotted lands held by Indians of other tribes and bands, 
particularly by Yakimas, Umatillas, and so forth. 

(c) Undivided interests owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act: There is a large heirship interest 
held by minors on this reservation. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or 
disposal of lands: It has been found on the Warm Springs Reservation, 
that a majority of the allotted owners, when approached or presented 
with sound proposals are in the majority, favorable to such adjust- 
ments and transactions. There are exceptional cases. These cases are 
in asmall minority. 

(¢) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left minor 
or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been encouraged or 
permitted to buy such lands ? 

The tribal council passes upon each case, with respect to acquisition 
by the tribe or sale to individual members of the tribe and makes a 
forma] or informal] statement regarding the case. If the allotment or 
tract of land lends its acquisition to the tribal program, the tribal coun- 
cil then indicates their approval for tribal purchase, if not, the council 
recommends sale or transter to qualified member of the tribes. 


PART II-—-WARM SPRINGS 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that 
the rae, individual owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ¢ 

To the members of the Warm Springs Tribes, every acre of land 
within the boundaries of the sdablishbd teateration is important to 
them. Therefore, no acreage has been sold to other than the tribes 
or to qualified members thereof, the past 10 years. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
= key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual owners? 

one. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be tracts were sold to non-Indians ? 

Since 1947: None. 
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5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in 
Indian ownership ! 

None, since 1947. The lands within the boundaries, with few ex- 
ceptions, is nearly all in Indian use. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

As stated above, the entire use of lands, within the boundaries of 
this reservation is made principally by the tribes or members of the 
tribes. The purchased lands have been adopted to homesites, inte- 
grated with other grazing lands, or assigned to members of the tribe 
as farmsteads. There are at present several tracts of fee owned land 
deemed important to the tribal council for tribal use or individual use. 
To round out their long range program, they have expressed them- 
selves as desiring to acquire these tracts in accordance with the act of 
June 18, 1934, which they have accepted, in trust. This phase of 
their program has been restricted by reason of the limitation amend- 
ments to the several past appropriation acts, limiting such purchases 
of fee land, to purchase in fee status. 

There is at present a small acreage in fee, owned by members of 
the tribes, 

PART III—WARM SPRINGS 


1. Give the position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and nature of his work. 

(a) Clerk-stenographer, grade 3, $3,175: This employee assists 
the real property assistant in per for mance of the realty functions at 
this agency The work involved is principally clerical and steno- 
graphic. ‘his position has only been established since January 1, 
1958. 

2. Give the positions of each agency real estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

See above. This employee is paid fully from tribal funds. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities ¢ 

No. They do have employed an attorney at law who advises them 
along legal lines.. They have and do, present their realty problems 
to the Bureau's. technical representatives, both on agency level and 
area level. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with 


authority to approve tribal real estate activities? 


No, not a separate committee. Such matters are reviewed and con- 
sidered by an elected council consisting of 11 members of the Warm 
Springs Tribes. In special cases a committee may be appointed to 
investigate and report on special cases. There is no set, appointed 
committee. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate activities? 

No; see paragraph No. 4. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real estate activities? 
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The tribe has not indicated the need for real estate consultants. 
They are not adverse to hiring private consultants if they find or feel’ 
they have the need for this type of consultants, as evidenced by their 
retention of a private firm of forestry consultants. Also, evidenced 
by the recent general council affirmative vote to have a long-range 
program survey made by the Oregon State College. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal Naha enterprise or 
simular organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

For many years this agency functioned without a regular rea] prop- 
erty staff or organization. The work involved was spread from the 
superintendent, and clerks to farm agents and forestry personnel. 
Shortly after the Warm Springs Tribes adopted the provisions of the 
act of June 18, 1934 (I. R. A.), considerable curative and acquisitional 
work was initiated, with the technical part, processed by district land 
officers. From about 1945 to 1952, land or realty work was processed 
through a “land clerk” paid from tribal funds. This clerk’s time was 
not entirely applied to land work and land problems, From 1952 to 
1955, land or realty matters were handled by intermittent personnel, 
through a tribal land enterprise. During fiscal year 1956 the realty 
work at this agency was taken over by the Realty Branch of the 
Bureau, however, it has only been since May 1957 that a full time 
realty approach has been made to the overall realty problem and the 
residual accrued backlog. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

This phase of operation has never presented itself as the question is 
asked. The tribal organizations, the agency personnel, the Portland 
area office, and central office of the Bureau have jointly approached the 
real estate problems on the Warm Springs Reservation on a common 
front. There is no basis that a separate evaluation can be made, of 
two different types of operations. 


RESOLUTION No. 1428 


Whereas the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon have 
adopted the provisions of the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) ; and 
Whereas under the act of June 18, 1984 (48 Stat. 984), a duly recognized 
constitution and bylaws and corporate charter were adopted and approved, and 
ratified by the Secretary of the Interior on April 23, 1938, as provided in the said 
act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) ; and 
Whereas the tribal council has authority to acquire and restore lands to owner- 
ship by the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon in 
a trust, nontaxable status, within the boundaries, and adjacent to the boundaries 
of the recognized reservation ; and 
Whereas the United States, by deed approved March 12, 1932, acquired title to 
a tract of land contained in the Thomas Wainanwit or Wanukias, Warm Springs 
allotment No. 505, more particularly described as— 
Commencing at a point 5.38 chains west of center of section 25, T. 9 S., 
R. 12 E., north 30 chains; west 17.08 chains; south 20 chains; east 2.50 
chains; south 10 chains; east 14.63 chains to point of beginning, containing 
48.89 acres more or less, being parts of lots 5, 6, 11, 12, and 14, section 25, T. 9 
S., R. 12 E., Willamette meridian, Jefferson County, Oreg. This tract was 
purchased by the Federal Government from Thomas Wainanwit or Wanu- 
kias, Warm Springs allottee No. 505, by “deed, noncompetent Indian lands,” 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior on March 12, 1982, for a considera- 
tion of $1,000, which was paid from the fund “Indian school buildings, 1931.” 
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Whereas the Tribal Council of the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs 
Reservation of Oregon have been advised of the above-described lands being 
declared excess to the needs of the Government in the administration of the 
affairs and needs of the Warm Springs Indians; and 

Whereas the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon 
have great need for the use and benefit of the Warm Springs Indian people of all 
lands situated within the boundaries of the Warm Springs Reservation ; and 

Whereas the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon, 
have at much sacrifice to them, programed and are carrying out a program of 
containing the lands of the Warm Springs Reservation in its entirety: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Tribal Council of the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs 
Reservation of Oregon, pursuant to article V of the Constitution, That the Secre- 
tary of the Interior or his delegated authority take whatever means and steps 
necessary to restore the above-decribed land to the Confederated Warm Springs 
tribal ownership; and be it further 

Resolved, That the restoration of the said lands be conveyed in a trust status 
or restricted status from taxation. 


CERTIFICATION 


The undersigned, as secretary-treasurer of the Confederated Tribes of the 
Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon, hereby certifies that the tribal council is 
composed of 11 members, of whom 7, constituting a quorum, were present at a 
meeting thereof duly and regularly called, noticed, convened, and held this 13th 
day of January 1958; that the foregoing resolution was passed by the affirmative 
vote of 6 members, the chairman not voting; and that the said resolution has not 
been rescinded or amended in any way. 

JAMES G. SMITH, 


Secretary-Treasurer. 
Approved January 14, 1958. 


A. W. Giiprairn, Superintendent. 
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INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 647 
B. BURNS-PAIUTE COLONY 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDs IN THE Last 10 Years—NarRaATIvE Report 


PREAMBLE 


The Burns-Paiute Colony, sometimes referred to as the Burns 
Paiute Group or Band, is a small group located in and near Burns, 
Oreg., in the Harney Basin. This is remnant of the bands that 
originally occupied this area and from whom over 2 million acres 
of land were dispossessed. This remnant of the original group was 
allotted in trust some 114 allotments under an allotment schedule 
approved by the Secretary on June 9, 1897. These allotments were 
made to those who returned from their complete dispossession and 
dispersal made by Government and Army authorities in the 1870's. 

These remnants of the dispossessed and dispersed groups returned 

in such impoverished conditions and so subjugated, little, if any in- 
such impoverished conditions and so subjugated, little, if any initia- 
tive remained with them to carry out any provided program or 
economic program of their own. The lands so allotted to them 
proved inadequate to provide for them, either individually or as a 
rroup. 
r The lands allotted to them were interspersed with public domain 
and other fee owned lands. Only a few allotments were capable of 
higher use than limited grazing. As a result, they made but slight 
attempts at unified use of the allotments, nor did the attempts made 
produce productive incentives. 

This colony or group has not organized under any of the congres- 
sional acts providing for the tribal organization of bands or groups 
of Indians. 

They do have an elected business committee of three who make 
decisions, are empowered to execute instruments for tribal or group 
action and exercise other limited authorities. 

This colony has been at various periods of time under the juris- 
diction of both the Umatilla Agency and the Warm Springs Agency. 
At the present time the Burns Colony or Burns-Paiute Band is under 
the jurisdiction of the Warm Springs Agency. 


PART I—BURNS-PAIUTE 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee? 

ta) None. 

(6) 13,494 acres trust allotted. 

(c) None. 

The tribe has the use of 760 acres purchased with N. R. A. funds, 
with title remaining in the United States. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individ- 
ual ownership on July 1, 1947? 

Trust allotted lands totaled 13,494 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including placing of unrestricted fee title in 
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the hands of owners by issuance of patents in fee, certificates of com- 
petency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since July 
1, 1947 # 

None. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ?% 


Acres Acres 
I acetic itll ce AM hail alata ate AI a a 160 
tec rn cance eee ccncetatieescensecen EN ch chinecet stat aco acerspcntiiess eyesore 320 
O60 GML se Uk 200} 2006 Gigisi Cl oo ls 160 
DOG cs. .oi ise heen nie Dhome 10006 cosa. ec) ei wus 960 
EE annette dudeniremecpdhtecbasthe Og ee ee es eee 640 


These were sales to fee status. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

All were by sales in fee status to non-Indian purchasers. 

7, 8, 9, and 10. None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957% How many acres held by the United States in trust? 
How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

(a) None. 

(6) None. 

(c) None. 

Norr.—Seven hundred and seventy acres were held by the United 
States for the use of the Burns-Paiute colony at Burns, Oreg. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ¢ 

There were 11,354 acres in trust allotted status. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination acts, 
private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

(a) Nospecial act of Congress has affected the Burns- Paiute colony 
or group. 

(6) Considerable study has been given this problem. The lands as 
they now lie, arid, scattered among large grazing blocks of non-Indian 
land, in various degrees of multiple ownership, and in most cases 
uneconomic allotments when used separately, present a challenge in 
the approach to improve the situation. Recent studies have been initi- 
ated & the Portland area and Warm Springs Agency land operations 
staff and improve the use of the remaining allotments. Sales are 
limited to 100 percent agreement among the heirs or owners. No reso- 
lutions or other suggestions by this group have been made. 

14. Diseuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or eta owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe: The colony owns no 
undivided interest in this group of allotments. 








| 
| 
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(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians: 
There are no undivided interests owned by non-Indians or alien 
Indians. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the Indian Reorganization Act: The Burns colony group have 
not accepted the provisions of the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or 
disposal of lands: Due to the complexity of the multiple ownership of 
the Burns colony allotments couse difficulty has been encoun- 
tered in both the use and disposal of the allotted lands. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left minor 
or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been encouraged 
or — to buy such lands ? 

his course of action has not been satisfactory in selling these lands. 
Present laws require 100 percent agreement among the heirs. The 
tribe, as such, has never evidenced a desire to purchase the lands, nor 
do they have tribal funds with which to acquire the allotted lands, or 
other lands for that matter. 


PART II-——BURNS-PAIUTE 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts ? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, to be key tracts were determined by 
Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners ? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians ¢ 

None. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

ieee none of the allotted lands can be designated as a key tract. 
Each sale, however, checkerboards the ownership pattern, until even- 
tually each allotment becomes isolated by fee or ches owned land. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

As stated above, this colony, group, or band has no tribal funds or 
other means at its disposal with winch to purchase tribally owned 


land assuch. The Government did, with NIRA funds (1933) in 1935 
purchase a 760-acre tract for the use and benefit of this group of 
Indians. Title remains with the United States of America. 
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PART ITI-—BURNS-PAIUTE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 
None employed. | 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose | 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such | 
employee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activ- 
ities? Explain fully. 

No. They do have a contract attorney who has been prosecuting a 
recovery claim on their behalf, who at times advises them on other 
matters. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

They have a business committee of three members, who make deci- 
sions and act on behalf of the colony or group. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

Same as above. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 
These people, due to their impoverished situation, rely upon advice. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or | 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of | 
such organization. 

None of record. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

Not being an organized tribe, most administrative matters have 
been handled by the Bureau. There is little opportunity of evalua- 
tion because of the closeness in land administrative matters between 
area, agency, and Colony matters. It can be stated that the tribe as 
a whole has exhibited little initiative on its own part. 
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6. WESTERN WASHINGTON AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or InpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Everett, Wash., June 11, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator Murray: Enclosed is the following material 
which has been compiled in accordance with your request of April 
17,1958: 

1. Answers to questionnaire on the disposition and acquisition 
of Indian lands (covering 18 reservations and public domain 
Indian land under jurisdiction of Western Washington Agency ). 

2. Enumeration of Federal lands on reservations acquired from 
private owners since 1930. 

Replies to questionnaire reflect the period from January 1, 1951, 
through June 30, 1957. Figures are taken from annual reports and 
estimates have not been used. The year 1951 is the first year for which 
we have a report in this office covering activities of the Western Wash- 
ington Agency which consists of the former Tulalip and Taholah 
Agencies. Reports for prior years by each separate agency are in 
the archives. Judging from the 1951 and 1952 reports, there was 
probably little activity in 1948, 1949, and 1950. The latest reports 
we have by reservation are for the period ending June 30, 1957. 

Figures shown for 1951, 1952, and 1953 are by calendar year; 1954 
figures are for the first 6 months only; 1955, 1956, and 1957 are by 
fiscal year. 

The 1951 and 1952 reports from which statistics were taken reflect 
transactions wherein an entire interest passes to fee status by inherit- 
ance or devise. Later reports do not reflect these transactions. Un- 
doubtedly there are many instances in later years wherein non-Indians 
inherited entire tracts, but there are no figures available. 

Tribes in this jurisdiction are not in position to acquire land, with 
the possible exception of the Makah Tribe and Tulalip Tribes who 
have limited amounts of money. 

I trust that the attached information will assist you in your present 
study. Your interest in the affairs of the Indian people is very much 
appreciated and we stand ready to assist you at any time. If you 
have further questions, please do not hesitate to advise us. 

Sincerely yours, 

C. W. Ringer, Superintendent. 
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(QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LaNnDs 
(Covering 18 Reservations AND Pusiic Domain Inpian Lanp 
UNbDER JURISDICTION OF WESTERN WASHINGTON AGENCY) 


PARTI 


Questions 1 through 12. See attached sheets and tables by reser- 
vation. 

13. (a) Special acts of Congress which have affected acquisition and 
disposal of Indian lands: 

1. Public Law 592, 84th Congress, chapter 400, 2d session, S. 3920, 
approved June 18, 1956: An act enabling any owner of an interest in 
multiple-ownership land on the Tulalip Reservation to take action 
in a State court for partition or sale of such land. There has been 
one actual sale by this means and approximately 12 others nearing 
completion. Other tribes have expressed interest in this type of 
legislation. 

2. Public Law 85-188, 85th Congress, H. R. 993, approved August 28, 
1957: To provide for the conveyance of certain land by the United 
States to the Cape Flattery School District in the State of Washington 
(Makah Reservation). 

(6) No specific study has been made of the cause and effect of sales. 
However, in considering each individual application for sale of land, 
the effect of such sale in regard to adjacent fata forest management 
and timber contracts is weighed. 

(c) No known tribal resolutions relating to cause and effect of sales. 

14. Effect of multiple-ownership problem : 

(a) In regard to undivided interest owned by tribe: None known. 

(6) Undivided interests owned by non-Indians and alien Indians: 
This situation is a definite deterrent to sales due to reluctance of 
prospective buyers to bid on a parcel to which only part ownership 
can be conveyed through the Bureau. 

(c) Undivided interests owned by minors on reservations which are 
under the IRA: The necessity for appointment of legal guardians for 
minors to enter into a conveyance ome and often prevents comple- 
tion of a prospective sale. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use or 
disposal of lands: The problem here is mainly difficulty in locating 
heirs. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left minor 
or incompetent heirs ? 

None. 


PART II-—-WESTERN WASHINGTON 


We have no information on the sale of key tracts. There is no evi- 
dence of discussion or controversy between tribes and Bureau officials 
on this subject. 


PART III—WESTERN WASHINGTON 


No tribal real-estate employees. No tribal real-estate activity. The 
real-estate program is strictly a Bureau function. 
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A. Cuenanis ResErvATION 


PART I 


1. There were 20 acres in tribal ownership on January 1, 1951 (all 
acquired in trust). 

2. There were 2,179 acres trust land in individual Indian ownership 
on January 1, 1951. 

3. Transactions by which tribal or individually owned land dis- 
posed of: 


a hsdeca ani tetecietee Som ace nnsewes TUN aes is hi ones tn etletpahemoge deed 3 
sie Teil BL lami malbbliadtatdd 3 
TDi tricot 4h teniticonine DCE aetsttrtipttittte sinicictsintrnicchinicbctalady 1 
IGG 6 .nccncnein pee re ween ene None 
4, Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction : 

Acres Acres 
Sl eraetnstiatininnaenarnsnncmanttiesicmenmees FES | inmtckcanemntacnabideal 
i aidshinininemiegedtibibabhe BR ce shaded dtthienteivenndensinted: 115 
ED tegiemrniiypagipathntienie i prmebeempenpes I, COIS lis fsbnnce cable aadgsl bs Am sceh dining! 20 
BR ipa tite sass e~eneeeien None 


5. Answer to question 3, by type of transaction: 
1952: Sale to fee status. 
1953: Sale to tribe. 
1955: Sales to fee status. 
1956: Sales to fee status. 
1957: Sale to fee status. 
6. Answer to question 4, by type of transaction, same as 5. 
7-10. Land not previously under Indian ownership. No records; 
no reports previously made. 
11. Acres in tribal ownership on June 30, 1957 : 21 acres (trust). 
12. Acres in individual Titics ownership on June 30, 1957: 1,975 


acres. 
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B. Hou Reservation 


Hoh Reservation consists of 443 acres tribal lands. 
No individually allotted land. 
No transactions. 





C. Lower E.wuHa 


There were 372 acres tribal land. 
No individually allotted land. 
No transactions. 





D. Lummi Reservation 
PART I 


1. There were 12 acres in tribal ownership on January 1, 1951 (re- 
stricted ) ; 8 acres in fee. 

2. There were 10,206 acres in individual Indian ownership on Jan- 
uary 1,1951. 


3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
posed of : 





DE ssn henindneigpeniennis Saar eS ee wi 2 
Bn nen nwihrtinertpenienmai BP ertahiarctintts tl icra te pepeealeniesindoaetes None 
i inichaperumndiaenienenaaabutin hf BOO bcch btindaninnnhbaliadinmegane 

TOG 4 eit terse aman None 

4. Acresdisposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction : 

WOR eet odeeieipegmenes WORD) 1905 ns aa eno onion 144 
TE nccdamgpecemneipimmapepe) BMS! IDO B reaps eon eeeewonniines None 
Be itetetnenc Siew tvaempanearnomenapanr DY teeta tenants 175 
MOG bcc Gates menindbain tonne None 





5. Answer to question 3, by type of transaction: 
In 1952: 1 sale to fee status; 4 takings for public purposes. 
In 1953 : 1 removal of restrictions. 
In 1955: 2 sales to fee status. 
In 1957: 1 sale to fee status; 4 removal of restrictions. 
6. Answer to question 4, by type of transaction : 
In 1952: 31 acres, sale to fee status; 116 acres, public taking. 
In 1953: 1 acre, removal of restrictions. 
In 1955 : 144 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1957: 130 acres, removal of restrictions; 45 acres, sales to fee 
status. 
7 through 10. Land not previously Indian owned: None known. 
11. Acres in tribal ownership June 30, 1957: 8 fee; 12 restricted. 
12. Acres in individual ownership June 30, 1957: 9,739. 














657 


LAND TRANSACTIONS 


INDIAN 





wON—SOLVLS AAA WOUM SNOLLISINDOV 


ouON—SO.LVLS GALOIMLSAU HO LSAUL WOUA SNOLLISINDOV : 
"p96 ‘Og OUNL SnOIy} | “UBEy 












































































| | | } | | | | | 
aN cad peer] es eh ee ee wasesbent|odnc[aberioen-|-2- |+-----++-|----|-----+---|----]---------|---- es ae ER RN ee 
enw ee a prone E nen ann Stee ee ee tt Th ae ‘i = Sate. ee a ee Sere aire ia ons sasodind oyqnd 10; ssuy xB 
oF iS >. \---7| vet ose | ie 8 | oe | ee eae Dee eB a Ses Pe Be ee ao eae $1988 99j 0} SeTBS 
a .y ; p-| |. -aecl Tit. Bees a | eo ea is ~o=m===nm=="="STI4BIS Oaj OF SOZUBYORT 
| | 
i Fe ~ Sah } = ee ee ee ee 
“L “L “\L | iL | “L “L “L 
OV ‘ON ‘OV “ON ‘OV ‘ON OV ho Oy “ON OV OV ‘ON OV OV "ON OV 
| 
_ : — ; +. 7 a on uoyjovsuel Jo odA 7, 
Lo6I 9f61 | Pe6I SS6T 2°61 TS6T OS6T 6F6I SF6I 
(Bost gy [eos gq | dBpus[eD repusyeo9 IBpuI[vO Iepus[ep [Bost 7 [eos gy Teost 7 
i | ! eal I . J 
SOLVLS Ada OL SITVSOdSIC 
eUON—SOLVLS GALOIMNLSAY HO LSAUL OL STVSOdsId 
ee ii l | Ba a. td 
— = oe ee ee ee a ee | eo Saat? a ee eee ee Ee Pe Rare ee ane ree ae 
| |_| | | | | | |__| | | ; 
“a SS ee... Alc oh “Tae -es a ts ae ae hex Be ee ee Ey aT eee ee ee ce eee ene eine nee ee = ee 
— ete wor wa Te er | : “<4 Ca tanee Tt or OP ee Rtrnesnaaioent eticsbeeedaat ss: 
| qselaquT aayyUe @JoyAM ATWO) osTA 
| , | | | | -8p 10 soUBILIOYUT Aq SNIVIS 903 OF 
oeT - = + oe) eo 8 coe } _L ce I | s — + es ee. ee - ee ae po Tepe eee seeesn==~"SUOTIO{I9SI1 JO [VAOUIIY 
“Ie oJ is hepa ogy aes 3 - | a ag a3 tke oe Te es ee ac eae cS oe fk ae eee £99490 109 JO $9} BOYIIIIO 
are 7 at ee sg na. <A ale Aa torr es oF RES Bohne keh no s Fa eeneal te fe 
———— ae 7  —  __— i i a ee 4 } a 3 i i“ | . = — ae a | 7 iz \ = = 
lo | “1 | L| ‘L | | | lL ee | Z, L os 
ov |lON| ‘dV ‘ON | ov ‘ON| ‘OV ‘ON ‘OV [ON ‘OV ‘ON oV [ON] ‘Oy |'ON "OV ‘ON ‘OV [ON 
Pon a4 = 
eee ee aes sa aie + eee Lie to Ceo —|hCUdEltC CU io WOT}OVSUBI} JO dA J, 
LS61 9S61 | Sgé6T 1 6I | eS61 ec61 } IS61 OS6I 6461 SP6T 
[Bost q [Bos FT | [vost J Iepua[eo Iepua[sg Iepugeg Jepugye) | [80st q [80SIq [80st J 
| 
SHANMO NI WILIL DIAWIS-A94 GALOIMLSAUNDA JO PNIOVTd AG NOLLOIGSINOL AVAUNAA NVIGNI WOU TVAOWAU—STVSOdSIG 
[eseelDy="OyY “SsuoT}BSUBI) JO JOQUINN =" J, “ON] 
Pun] paumo fiyjonprunrpuy 
NOILVAURSSAY INWO'T 








| 
| 


658 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 
EK. Makan Reservation 
PART I 
1. There were 24,438 acres tribal ownership, January 1, 1951 (trust). 


2. There were 2,637 acres individual ownership, January 1, 1951. 
No transactions. 


F. MuckiesHoot RESERVATION 


PART I 


1. There were 344 acres tribal ownership, January 1, 1951 (trust). 
2. There were 2,087 acres individual ownership, January 1, 1951. 


3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
posed of: 


he btn bitiiieinna tities SS Cs ths dat Rich adduct lds iN dasditddnatecndacsions None 
a A eect ical ER a ee ae ee None 
aR a iced aint cen elianans cah caeaiar I es 1 
Dither heich inbecsctenimneahcoxentl evmincoee None 


4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction: 1951-56, 
none; 1957, 20. 


5. Answers to question 3, by type of transaction: 1957, sale to fee 
status. 

6. Answer to Gettin 4, by type: 1957, 20 acres, sale to fee status. 

7 through 10. Land not previously Indian owned: None known. 


11. Acres in tribal ownership, June 30, 1957: 344. 
12. Acres in individual ownership, June 30, 1957: 2,067. 
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660 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


G. NisquaALLty RESERVATION 


PART I 


1. 2acres tribal (trust) January 1, 1951. 

2. 1,109 acres individual ownership January 1, 1951. 

8. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
posed of : 


FIR ctsintimcsniniemereinemsedenentatnnainds SEE PS lnk nidinc nena cemanae None 
a cities tin ia ecacmeeceinatt tiated Pe Aha cain siesedeniiecig tid tdi eon cncdgniga since 1 
DI i chicas tteiininkcts sciatica asain PO IR oben Senha tpceed coir leone Eber nena None 
Fas icici aioe aaa hil aailestta acini neiaisicasin None 
4, Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction: 

iret cosines news hotccienng soins aaapwsep ae Ne ied ig ads tl bas deh Bain es chile None 
I eect iaE heh st as ella coe tote ethnical wh il weg Salah ok bts hin ba coh ents 75 
all dati cnicrerncnaieticienitivmamaninnrninieatneinanipnmntnaalilmpeh aaa aghast None 


5. Answers to question 3, by type of transaction: 1956, 1 sale to fee 
status. 

6. Answers to question 4, by type: 1956, 75 acres, sale to fee status. 

7-10. Land not previously Indian owned : None known. 

11. Acres in tribal ownership June 30, 1957: 2 (trust). 

12. Acres in individual ownership June 30, 1957: 1,034. 
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662 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 





H. Ozerre Reservation 





PART I 


| 1. There were 719 acres of tribal land. 
2. No individually allotted land. 
| No transactions. 





I. Porr GAMBLE 


PART I 


i 1. There were 1,299 acres tribal land January 1, 1951 (trust). 

2. No individually owned land. 

! 3-6. Nodisposals. 
7-10. There was 1 transaction (2 acres) acquired by tribe in 1952. 
11. There were 1,301 acres tribal land June 30, 1957 (trust). 
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INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 
J. Port Mapison REsERvATION 


PART I 


1. There were 41 acres tribal land January 1, 1951 (trust). 
2. There were 4,268 acres individual ownership January 1, 1951. 
3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 


4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction : 
tial Sind teeta pncenics nce nertinainianipibelpmiiigitaleccocligsaibas maintain inenanisnitinmanssainoes 186 


5. Answer to question 3, by type of transaction : 
In 1953: 1 removal of restrictions; 1 to fee status by inheritance. 
In 1957: 2 removal of restrictions; 1 sale to fee status. 
6. Answer to question 4, by type of transaction : 
In 1953: 5 acres, removal of restrictions; 181 acres to fee status 
by inheritance. 
In 1957: 90 acres, removal of restrictions; 141 acres sale to fee 
status. 
7-10. Land not previously Indian owned: None known. 
11. Acres in tribal ownership: 41 (trust) June 30, 1957. 
12. Acres in individual ownership: 3,851 (June 30, 1957). 





LAND TRANSACTIONS 
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666 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 





K. Pustic Domarn 





PART I 
1. Notribal land. 
2. There were 9,929 acres trust land individual ownership January 
. 1, 1951. : 
i ? . ° : ‘ — . 
| 3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
| posed of : 
i iuidicin tives siiressiclpapibucdgiarkanigdcaiccisaasetiahan Se lschiihcagheieecbmnccernd <iaievnieaiitsinimrenanti 6 
Psi tcaeeeel seat cocos BE ictirdineninn tone ad ocemenmanecee 4 
Deepen hoeese ale Re le esiosnatinessitereth anette citerc ovancnonenaonbonanes 3 
GE eaestenanatabiiasccnbencsscde 4 
4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction : 
Acres Acres 
WE stwicetawepeisidesbascssa Re ee otters at oAlinsct ocean oe. 486 
Pl ama hiselecalaaescatihares asia ie i ene ea 5 Se SR 150 
a a ee ee ee PN Pe ihn ie oe. 13 
Se a ee 213 





5. Answer to question 3, by type of transaction : 
In 1951: 2 sales to fee status. 
In 1952: None. 
In 1953 : 6 sales to fee status. 
In 1954: 4 sales to fee status. 
i In 1955: 6 sales to fee status. 
In 1956: 4 sales to fee status. 
In 1957: 1 sale to fee status; 1 patent-in-fee; 1 removal of re- 
strictions, 
6. Answer to question 4 by type: 
In 1951: 180 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1952: None. 
In 1953 : 398 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1954: 213 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1955 : 486 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1956 : 150 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1957: 5 acres, sale to fee status; 5 acres, patent-in-fee; 3 
acres, removal of restrictions. 
7-10. Land not previously Indian owned : None known. 
11. Notribal. 
12. Acres in individual ownership : 8,494 (June 30, 1957). 
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668 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


L. Puyatiur Reservation 
PART I 


1, There were 33 acres of tribal land (trust). 
2. No individually allotted land. No change from January 1, 
1951, to June 80, 1957. 





M. QuiLteuTe RESERVATION 


PART I 





. There were 595 acres of tribal land. 
' . No individually allotted land. 
| . Nochange, January 1, 1951, to June 30, 1957. 


whe 





N. QutnAautt REsERVATION 
i PART I 


1. There were 4,064 acres of tribal land January 1, 1951 (trust). 
| 2. There were 170,731 acres of individually owned land January 1, 
| 1951. 








i 3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
i) posed of: 

ie OU caieelttctge ns ensunnimntans DE anc acc ccekccwiececpucde (ORO 
{ SE icenctritnpeedniiiadtindedlies BE sasipeicheoengsiiniiginadunigeelhreatibes 21 
BIE uteqeenceeenans 2006 | 1007... se ppesetieanedee § 108 
i BOG nants nde cctw nm mwomngaced None 

# 4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction : 

a RR a On ea 
ff tt -theretabverare-glentveenalenpeodiont ET, SO nccteactons linen eel 1, 596 
Ki SO Rms eels ene; 2087... c- 8,389 
Ht 1064. angen i mocseedceionsnese None 


5. Answer to question 3, by type of transaction: 
In 1951: 5 transactions to fee status by inheritance. 
In 1952: 2 transactions to fee status by inheritance. 
In 1953: None. 
In 1954: None. 
In 1955: None. 
In 1956: 16 patents-in-fee; 4 sales to fee status; 1 purchase of 
individually owned land by United States. 
In 1957 : 88 patents-in-fee; 15 sales to fee status. 
6. Answer to question 4, by type: 
In 1951: 491 acres to fee status by inheritance. 
In 1952: 160 acres to fee status by inheritance. 
1n 1953: None. 
In 1954: None. 
In 1955: None. 
In 1956 : 1,254 acres, patents-in-fee ; 332 acres, sales to fee status; 
i 10 acres sold to United States. 
iH In 1957 : 7,066 acres, patents-in-fee ; 1,164 sales to fee status. 
. 7-10. Land not previously under Indian ownership. No records. 
11. Acres in tribal ownership June 30, 1957: 4,064 (trust). 
12. Acres in individual ownership June 30, 1957: 160,254. 
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O. SHOALWATER RESERVATION 
PART I 


1. There were 335 acres tribal land. 
2. No individually allotted lands. No transactions. 





P. SxoxomisH ReserRvVATION 
PART I 


1. There were 19 acres tribal land January 1, 1951 (trust). 

2. There were 3,033 acres individually owned land January 1, 1951. 

3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
posed of: 


DI OE a sec re gs pa mse neers cteg eso hay cra RR eb acetone nce None 

TB iis Si disci cede S nce wstesee petcnpen hs abenbenn abaas mane: dtaanatdiants tide ck Mg asanae eal 4 

NET scsi ccc ts set wig lana on te alien A telbaactynac i aaabn deli nina ea saa None 
4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction : 

I EBs cee sisi minster ermteses etl ca nails cl dct Acland elias lis tical ia aoa a None 

NO erecta ee cegeeegeorescn cnc vas cheese Blinn cima ob caieisn iver ioe meas ie saps eds ca 59 

DOG Gon to ein Si Ll nh dann nga oceania eelhie sia klinedininsianianalil None 


5. Answers to questions 3, by type of transactions: 
In 1951-55: None. 
In 1956: 3 sales to fee status; 1 tribal land deeded to county. 
In 1957: None. 
6. Answer to question 4, by type: 
In 1951-55 : None. 
In 1956: 56 acres sales to fee status; 3 acres tribal land deeded 
to county. 
In 1957: None. 
7-10. Land not previously Indian owned: No record. 
11. Acres in tribal ownership June 30, 1957: 16 (trust). 
12. Acres in individual ownership June 30, 1957 : 2,977. 
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Q. Seuaxtn IsLanp 


PART I 
1. No tribal land. 
2. There were 1,414 acres individually owned land. 
3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
posed of: 


BOER GS aren eee news eenitinndeduinaintchalinentcndieaaaemae None 

TRUS « Gaid, «crn aienes-coenecmasensienenitheniiesieatelinaitlasseelis a utla silat ubesasnenagietipante eae 

EME soceciinsescesnse nore sneginnieinietoadiensninsislasabialeeieletiatann india sitaib ics diaten tise taea tins cic ieee 1 
4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction 

OGRE cenieene artnet -occuninnhiintaintttnlpimaleimmiiasanss None 

TID occ ecccewienae-anwanmensmenmeannteuhnaiediseeeaderma=aaipeaaaaan armani 188 

FOL pe wuisicccemmnennecistinannindpaamapmnadeneintnapedieadies ee aesmaalcerapanaal 96 


5. Answers to question 3, by type of transaction: 
In 1956: 3 sales to fee status. 
In 1957: 1 sale to fee status. 
6. Answer to question 4, by type: 
In 1956: 188 acres, sales to fee status. 
In 1957: 96 acres, sales to fee status. 
7 through 10. No record. 
11. No tribal land. 
12. Acres in individual ownership June 30, 1957 : 1,130. 
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INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 675 
R. Swrnomisu Reservation 


PART I 


1. Acres in tribal ownership January 1, 1951: 247 (trust). 
2. Acres in individual ownership January 1, 1951: 5,382. 


3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
posed of: 


Acres 

TOG acne erce chen siinenen iene cnceiesienenisnes on ceemsialep is Seether eeoaiigeleseinmnialcaiganan aaa None 
DI weno mncecesncemsnjuiieeniinelieeanenscjpnhcisniaieaneiveen ianighy so Jaan tatiana iii aaeiaicaimaiaaeaal 1 
DD cee sitesignvechenadicthinepanetennderencnenevatatecsdlsclphighmanthalecrnnbbetns spain dana eau hegiaaaetall 1 
FIST petmeccnndetane ann ansemnecet-dpibe ap aeeiaaerainae ane None 

4, Acres disposed of or removed from bureau jurisdiction : 

Acres 

FEIN cases rcs mesh ss cectndpenlpsntenion entnesnpening nepal iM a Uh elle healt ile None 
QED nc rm enncn cages inn evrnyei detent csces emits date eidanghinial tala chapel ahailadat nese 5 
RIE estrce ccinds etd ecerten incnerennigernics tniehentintoaes: eonaggioabonan eisai ide! cada aaaeesitiae 2 
FOE ei is i el Shes See al ed ren and ees ccna None 


5. Answers to question 3, by type of transactions: 
In 1955: one patent-in-fee. 
In 1956: one sale to fee status. 
6. Answers to question 4, by type: 
In 1955: 5 acres, patent-in-fee. 
In 1956: 2 acres, sale to fee status. 
7 through 10. No record. 
11. Tribal land June 30), 1957: 247 acres (trust). 
12. Individually owneil land June 30, 1957: 5,375 acres. 
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S. Tuxarre Reservation 


PART I 


1, Acres in tribal ownership January 1, 1951: 2,660 (trust). 

2. Acres in individual ownership January 1, 1951: 15,398. 

3. Transactions by which tribal and individually owned land dis- 
posed of : 





IOI cece eemeiiinnsinneanoniniie: OU tI hint aprmeosjenippepnions 6 
Be ccnccsneeninenncestinciutritiieminninite Be hace Rpiebininicesesctiielninntiientpaientaiti 4 
ee B10 nnn. ipa dno None 
10086. ido ee anes 1 
4. Acres disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction : 

DO Dini nw piesa oecpnegcehesinaephinaast GG Fcc er cine mesdiceengs gee tcewen 152 
pA I ah SS i SE edema Serena doapnne 113 
TOG nn eeechecsteeeentiemertoonen nt eect None 
SODR......cpaemnaihiiaaeamasion 





5. Answers to question 3, by type of transaction : 
In 1951: None. 
In 1952: 1 sale to fee status. 
In 1953 : 1 sale to fee status. 
In 1954: 1 sale to fee status. 
In 1955 : 1 certificate of competency, 5 sales to fee status. 
In 1956: 4 sales to fee status. 
In 1957: None. 
6. Answers to question 4, by type: 
In 1951: None. 
In 1952: 18 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1953 : 6 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1954: 53 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1955: 80 acres, certificate of competency ; 72 acres, sale to fee 
status. 
In 1956 : 113 acres, sale to fee status. 
In 1957 : None. 
7 through 10. No record. 
11. There were 2,660 acres, tribal land; June 30, 1957 (trust). 
12. There were 15,056 acres, individually owned land; June 30, 1957. 
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ENUMERATION OF FEDERAL LANDS ON RESERVATIONS ACQUIRED FROM PRIVATE 
OwNERS SINCE 1930—QUINAULT RESERVATION 

Acres 

Purchased from Jonas Hyasman (Q. No. 29) ~-.--..----____--...-.--.- 1.15 

Warranty deed to the United States of America. 

Approved December 19, 1935. 

Recorded in Indian Office Deed Book, volume 32, page 172. 

Consideration: (Benefit to be accrued by landowner). 

Purpose: Forestry administration site. 

(Statutory authority and appropriation not known.) 

Purchased from Jonas Hyasman (Q. No. 29) .----.--_---_---------. . 85 

Warranty deed to the United States of America. 

Approved April 11, 1936. 

Recorded : Indian Office Deed Book, volume 33, page 18. 

Consideration: (Benefits to be accrued by landowner). 

Purpose: Forestry administration site. 

(Statutory authority and appropriation unknown.) 

Purchased from Ancy Hyasman and Jonas Hyasman (Q. 29) ------.--- 2. 31 

Warranty deed to the United States of America. 

Approved September 9, 1937. 

Recorded : Indian Office Deed Book, volume 34, page 91. 

Consideration: $1 and other valuable consideration. 

Purpose: Forestry administration site. 

File reference : L—Adj. 52001-37. 

(Statutory authority and appropriation not known.) 

Purchased from heirs of Jonas Hyasman, deceased (Q. 29) _-.----.--- . 25 

Warranty deed to the United States of America. 

Approved October 6, 1955. 

Recorded Portland area office, volume 1, page 85, line 3. 

Consideration : $25. 

Purpose : Forestry and road activities. 

Appropriation: I. M. P. L. 

Authority : Office letter November 29, 1951. 

Purchased from heirs of Jonas Hyasman, deceased (Q. No. 29) 

Warranty deed to the United States of America. 

Approved October 6, 1955. 

Recorded Portland area office, volume 1, page 85, line 2. 

Recorded Indian Office, volume 156, page 244, Land Deed Book. 

Conside”ation : $1,000. 

Appropriation: I. M. P. L. 

Authority : Office letter November 29, 1951. 

Purchased from heirs of Joseph Edward Martin (Q. No. 814) _.---______ 2. 00 

Warranty deed to the United States of America. 

Approved March 6, 1935. 

Recorded Washington Indian Office, volume 32, page 113. 

Consideration : $40. 

Purpose: Forest guard cabin site. 

Appropriation: Indian agency buildings, 1935. 

Authority: Indian Office letter August 17, 1934—L-S; Indian Office 
letter, August 17, 1934—L-S 46168-34; and letter, September 28, 
1934—L-S 46168—34. 

Purchased from Hazel Strom (Q. No. 856)_ ~~ -------.--- 1. 00 

Warranty deed to the United States of America. 

Approved October 27, 1938; reference: “Land Division Acquisition 
49113-37.” 

Recorded Grays Harbor County, Wash., on November 26, 1938, book 
223, page 497. 

Consideration : $60. 

Purpose: Forestry lookout. 

Appropriation: Unknown. 

Authority: Indian Office letter January 13, 1988 (Reference F—O 
74948-37). 


Nore.—This list covers Federal land under jurisdiction of Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. There are other Federal lands such as the Navy acquisition on the 
Lummi Reservation and Coast Guard on the Quinault Reservation. These 
transactions are reflected in the tables for those reservations. 
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7. YAKIMA AGENCY 


DepaRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or [np1an AFFAIRS, 
Toppenish, Wash., June 3, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: Attached are two copies of report of trans- 
actions involving disposition and acquisition of Indian lands as re- 
quested in your Teter of April 17. Supporting pertinent material is 
also attached. 

Enumeration of Federal lands acquired from private owners since 
1930 is not included, since none has been sedated at Yakima. 

As indicated in the explanation preceding questions in part I, it has 
been difficult to obtain accurate replies to some of the questions, 
especially concerning transactions in earlier years. Estimates have 
been made from calendar-year reports, other special reports, and 
correspondence in the files. We have thus arrived at fairly accurate 
figures. 

A history of tribal-land employment for the pan 10 years is not 
included, since salaries of employees of the Realty Branch have all 
been paid during these years from tribal funds. Number of employees 
has increased from 4 to present 10 over the period. Initiation of the 
tribal land purchase program, increased leasing, and other expanded 
activities have necessitated increased personnel. Out of a total of 118 
employees at the Yakima Agency, 39 are paid from tribal funds. 
Ten of these, or all of the Realty Branch employees, are concerned with 
land transactions. Practically all employees of the Forestry Branch 
are concerned with land transactions with the time spent being the 
equivalent, or better, of one full-time position. Salary cost would be 
about 70 percent gratuity and 30 percent tribal. 

We do feel there is need for better reporting methods and procedures 
regarding realty transactions, especially at agency bevel: Action 
during the past few months has been taken to accomplish this objec- 
tive in the establishment of a Reports and Control Section in the 
Realty Branch for this and other purposes. New systems of records 
and recording are being studied and established. 

In order that the committee may be better informed regarding the 
land program at Yakima, we are furnishing the following additional 
statistics. 

The Yakimas are presently possessed of vast and valuable land- 
holdings (approximately 1,106,896 acres). Prior to the Yakima 
Treaty in 1855, these holdings consisted of nearly 11 million acres, or 
more than 9.5 times the area of the present reservation. The present 
area of the reservation comprises approximately 1,875 square miles, 
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where the pretreaty area comprised 16,920 square miles. Allotted 
lands of the reservation comprise approximately 31 percent of the 
gross area, while tribal lands comprise approximately 69 percent. 

The tribal lands are largely timbered and grazing. Timbered lands 
comprise approximately 450,000 acres, and 550,000 acres are grazing 
lands. Portions of the timbered area are also included in the grazing 
area. 

At one time, the gross area of allotted lands comprised approxi- 
mately 500,000 acres. Approximately 30 percent of the allotted area 
has been fee patented and is now in non-Indian ownership. Although 
there has been increased interest in the past few years in sale of Indian 
lands, we feel the Yakima iekideptentiiane program is proving — 
effective in retaining such Indian lands in Indian ownership throug 
purchase by the tribe. 

Following is a tabulation showing the net area of the reservation: 


Gross area of reservation____- os ges sari cl cep td clin a tae eee ae eat nae 1, 226, 559 
Aliesiated ‘or! Gee gatemted i. LU a La a Si Ba 119, 642 

NT 6 ah Mere ait ceteleyeip xignlcin gta eamiieiacnienia isda eetieeaiaine 1, 106, 917 
Allotteél 12. Ji a 5S a eee 341, 671 
Twila cde Ses ck Skbe jue ee a ee 765, 225 
Ge Ver OE hh EEN, icc ciscrn'ni cdsidsmaliaccindaiaenneepamdaaae 21 

TOO NN ae eae inicio cence eientaaecee 1, 106, 917 


Attached are copies of a map of the Yakima Reservation." 

The tribal population of the reservation is 4,600. Of the 4,556 
original allotments, there are 3,742 remaining in trust, including 265 
public-domain allotments. 

The major income for individual Indians of the reservation is from 
timbered lands; approximately $134 million worth of timber was 
harvested on the reservation during the past year. This timber income 
from tribal lands, as well as rentals and other income from tribal lands, 
constitute per capita payments which have been made to tribal mem- 
bers during the past few years. Again the Yakima tribal program and 
land-purchase program have been very instrumental in retaining key 
tracts so important to preserving intact timber and grazing units for 
orderly development, protection, and administration. 

Another source of substantial income to individual members of the 
tribe is rentals from these individually owned or allotted lands. This 
constitutes approximately three-fourths million dollars per annum. 

It will be noted the Indian people are not farmers. Around 98 
families are engaged in stockraising and 117 families in general farm- 
ing. Livelihood of most of the Indians heretofore has been from 
fishing at Celilo Falls. This industry was, of course, terminated by 
construction of the Dalles Dam. The Bureau of Indian Affairs, to- 
gether with tribal leaders, has been working toward programed ex- 
penditure of the more than $15 million settlement for the Dalles Dam 
to improve the economic status of the tribe which is designed to sup- 
plement or replace the former income from fishing. First payments 
to Yakima tribal members were made this week. As these payments 
are accelerated, it is expected that sale of tribally purchased lands 


1 On file with the committee for reference purposes. 
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(under the land-purchase program) will be substantially increased, 
thus fulfilling one of the objectives of the said program in resale of 
these lands to landless Indians. It is anticipated a favorable change 
in the economy of the Indian people will naturally follow the payment 
of the settlement funds and reinvestment in lands of the Yakima Res- 
ervation. 

The valley portion of the reservation comprises approximately 
131,450 acres of valuable irrigated agricultural lands. Approximately 
81,000 acres are still Indian owned. Slightly over 1 percent of these 
lands are Indian operated. About half of that amount is operated 
by Indians who own their lands; the other half by Indians who 
lease and operate lands belonging to other tribal members. The gross 
income from all agricultural operations within the reservation is in 
access of $22 million, 1 percent of which is produced by Indians. 
There are approximately 2,300 farming and farming-pasture leases in 
force on the reservation. 

We hope the foregoing, together with the attached information, 
will fulfill the needs of your committee as far as the Yakima Reser- 
vation is concerned. Your interest in the welfare of the Indian peo- 
ple is Pee create 

incerely yours, 
Dannie E. LeCrone, 
Superintendent. 





YAKIMA 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDs IN THE LAst 10 YEARS 


PART I 


1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 760,425 acres. 

How many acres in trust ? 

There were 1,117,178 acres. 

co many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

one. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 356,753 acres. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of 


competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 


ON hhh nels eile boc I clon einen eee 16 TR petite nemeense 4 
Seeds oh ee crete cosa 7 — 
Im ihn iid nates Re SOR i ails 8 TM deechdils 141 
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4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 


Acres Acres Acres 
100715. ee Se SE be rdaceaiime Gee 12000. oes se 200 
TOO wicckieiititinin ected Y, Ge eck cee 520 ee 
Ie on Fis ceed 1, 446 1 190G.Li 2 ule 472 Total...<1s 10, 282 
1964.1 a 2:21 1506341 acce 1, 036 
1068 weaned <s BO 1 Orc gncloniin steer 275 


5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3, above, broken down by type of transac- 
tions. 

All by fee patent or unrestricted deed with exception of: 1956, 2 
cancellations of allotments; 1953, 1 cancellation of allotment; 1952, 3 
restrictions removed. 

6. Give the acres for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 4, above, broken down by type of transaction. 

All by fee patents or unrestricted deeds with exception of : 1956, 320 
acres (cancellations) ; 1953, 160 acres (cancellation) ; 1952, 93 acres 
(restrictions removed ). 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in an- 
swer to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957 2 

There were 765,225 acres. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

There were 1,106,896 acres (including tribal). 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957? 

There were 341,671 acres.? 


1 See the Sollowins : 


PENT 25? CIPO 0 caren en cash. mechs ethene teineryaally kimnaadnngre enmas beta aia ,7 

ORG OP CE rei h bil tehicheed ete ede att mip dren uemsdnte incu bbb died hc ene pa 500 
TCR nce cep enethwtblowebanhaee lL tet 351, 953 

Removed from Bureau jurisdiction.............-._.....__._ —10, 282 
Tote)... nnciswcaiedlta dat oe Oe ee Se Lae eer ee ies 341, 671 


30451—58——45 








684 INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


13, Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

Pubiic Law 188, 84th Congress, Ist session (copy attached). To 
authorize the purchase, sale, and exchange of certain lands on the 
Yakima Indian Reservation, and for other purposes. (See pt. IIT, 
par. 7, for further details. ) 

Yakima Tribal Council Resolution T-110-58 dated May 15, 1958 
(copy attached). 

Yakima Tribal Council Resolution T-104-57 dated May 7, 1957 
(copy attached). (Also see copy of proposed amendment to existing 
legislation. ) 

Unnumbered Yakima Tribal Council resolution approved January 
16, 1953 (copy attached). 

Realty and administrative personnel of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs’ Washington office, Portland area office and Yakima Agency, 
as well as the tribal council, are continually alert to the cause and 
effect of sales on the economic welfare of the individual Indian. 

The tribal council is kept informed, through recommendations of 
its tribal land committee, composed of four tribal members, who, with 
representatives of the agency realty staff, review all applications for 
sale of allotted lands. Most sales are to the tribe, under its land- 
purchase program. Where sales of lands will not benefit the in- 
dividuals concerned, an attempt is made to discourage the sale. On 
the other hand, if the sale will benefit the individual, and administra- 
tion of the lands will be facilitated, an attempt is made to assist 
individuals in disposal of lands. All sales to the tribe must be 
approved by tribal council resolution (copy attached). 

All applications for fee patents or sale to the public, are brought 
before a review board, composed of four tribal members, with repre- 
sentatives of the agency realty, forestry, and land-operations staffs, 
who make recommendations as to whether public sale or issuance of fee 

atent, removing lands from Indian ownership, will affect the economy 
of the tribe. If not, further recommendation is made as to compe- 
tency of applicants and as to whether they would be benefited by the 
public sale or issuance of fee patent. If the lands are considered key 
tracts, applicants are encouraged to consider sale to the tribe or, if 
in a timber unit scheduled for early sale, to retain ownership. 

On May 15, 1958, the Yakima Tribal Council passed Resolution 
T-110-58 (copy attached) prohibiting purchase of tribal lands of the 
Yakima Reservation by tribal members of less than one-quarter degree 
Yakima blood and who are married to non- Yakimas or non-Indians. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposition of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the problem : 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

None at Yakima. 

(6) Undivided interests owned by non-Indians and alien 
Indians. 

This has not presented much of a problem because of the very small 

number of such cases encountered at Yakima. In the case of sale to 











INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 685 


the public, the purchaser is required to make title arrangements with 
the non-Indian or alien Indian owner for his share. If the tribe were 
the purchaser, title would be taken by warranty deed. 
(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

Yakima Tribes or Reservation not under this act. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

Following is a table taken from report (attached) prepared as of 
January 15, 1956, showing the more fractionated inherited ownerships 
in Indian trust allotted lands under the jurisdiction of the Yakima 
Agency and listing tracts with more than 5 heirs: 


Number of 

Number of heirs: allotments 
RT TiN annie nobedanatonbeteie Ries cateailiih srespteanimeteaiastaaeaes mentalities scales 564 
en ea a ce tercegns os eae nepsorncren execs ah eeieneaeer a oe ge mee 393 

ee a et ae er eth SAU UR ee 127 
Over 40 (up to 74 heirs) (at present time) —~-.-._-----_---__--------- 17 


Complicated ownerships prohibit possible individual use of the 
lands and create administrative problems which constantly and pro- 
gressively become more complicated through probate. Income from 
the sale of such lands is aay more beneficial to the owners than the 
small amounts received by them through continued operations under 
joint ownerships. However, it has been virtually impossible to obtain 
signatures of all the heirs in such complicated ownerships since the 
whereabouts of so many are often unknown. Yakima Agency has 
applications of several years standing. (See copy of Yakima Tribal 
Council Resolution No. T—104-57 attached, stating that the major 
obstruction to the most effective application and operation of the 
Yakima tribal land program is lack of authority to sign for and on 
behalf of the absentee owners or heirs whose whereabouts are unknown 
and authorizing the executive board of the Yakima Tribal Council, 
with approval of the area office and upon the advice of tribal attorneys 
and agency representatives, to draft and submit for presentation by 
proper authorities proposals for legislative authority for the Com- 
missioner or his duly authorized representatives to sign for and on 
behalf of absentee heirs or owners.) (Copy of proposed amendment 
to existing legislation attached.) 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been 
encouraged or permitted to buy such lands ¢ 

Secretary’s authority has been used when the owners have died inte- 
state and left minor or incompetent heirs, by use of order transferring 
inherited interests of Indian lands. The tribe has been offered the 
opportunity, in all such cases, of purchasing the lands. 


PART II-—-YAKIMA 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that 
the tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts? 

There were 122 tracts, 7,400 acres. (In the sense that the tribe 
considers all trust lands key to their tribal land purchase program.) 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
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tribe or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 
There were 86 tracts, 5,000 acres (predominantly sales to tribe). 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

There were 36 tracts, 2,400 acres. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the 
effect that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining 
in Indian ownership. 

Although sales of key tracts from timber sales and grazing units 
have been kept to a minimum through controls exercised by the super- 
visory board and tribal land committee, described in part IIT herein, 
greatest effect would be in loss of lands from these units, through 
interspersed non-Indian ownerships, for the following reasons. 

The Yakima tribal timber program (managed by Indian Bureau 
under a sustained-yield basis which insures a continuous supply of 
commercially valuable timber, the success of which depends upon 
retaining ownership and proper management of trust lands within 
timber units) was started in 1948 and has been steadily expanding, 
proving beneficial to all concerned. 

Under this program, timber is offered for sale on the open market 
to the highest bidder with bids starting at the minimum appraised 
value. Stumpage prices received in this manner are usually higher 
than those received by an individual selling relatively small holdings. 
Due to the currently depressed lumber market, competition between 
timber operators is largely confined to larger blocks of timber, except 
in some cases where key tracts of lands are desired by a company to 
round out its holdings or where tracts would facilitate administra- 
tion of other lands owned by the company. Access to timber, as well 
as volume and quality, has the greatest effect on prices offered. 
Access, fire control, and right-of-way problems are greatly increased 
when one operator buys part of the lands within a unit and another 
operator buys the timber on the remaining lands. It is therefore 
evident that where tracts are withdrawn from the timber sale unit 
and sold, bid competition will be limited and less desirable prices 
obtained for the timber remaining. 

Sale of allotments included in grazing units tends to make sur- 
rounding lands useless for grazing to large operators because of in- 
sufficient land. Also, most operators do not look with favor on units 
with mixed ownership because of possible controversies over water 
rights, trespass, etc. This discourages and limits bid competition, 
resulting in a loss of rentals to owners of lands remaining in the unit. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

None at Yakima. 

PART ITI—YAKIMA 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 
None. 
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2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

All salaries of agency realty branch employees are presently paid 
by the Yakima Tribe. 

Supervisory real property officer, $7,570.—Responsible for realty 
program at Yakima. Supervises required staff and responsible for 
work accomplished through the sections listed below. 

Develops and recommends to the tribal governing bodies and super- 
intendent policies and procedures governing overall realty activities. 
Advises and assists in development of plans for land acquisition, ex- 
changes, consolidation projects, and programs having to do with 
development and conservation of reservation resources. 

Keeps superintendent and staff informed on land evaluation trends, 
land laws, regulations and policies affecting Indian lands, latest tech- 
nical developments and procedures concerning development of mineral 
resources. 

Recommends initiation of legislation pertaining to acquisition, con- 
solidation, exchange, disposition, and management of Indian lands. 
Frequently consulted by members of tribal governing bodies, tribal 
committees, individual Indians, others of the agency, area and central 
office realty personnel, members of Congress and representatives of 
private industry for information on general and specific problems. 
Cooperates with representatives of other Government agencies as well 
as State, county, and municipal agencies regarding tribal policies 
and procedures. Also meets with representatives of companies, attor- 
neys, and other individuals to enohia laws, rules, and regulations 
concerning land ownerships, conveyancing, leases, permits, probate, 
enrollment, ete. 

Programs, formulates, and recommends approval of plans for acqui- 
sition of lands by the tribe for Indian use and for the consolidation of 
Indian lands through exchange, etc. Also recommends plans and 
programs for investment of individual income from land sales or land 
and timber sales in home construction, improvement, farm and home 
development, etc. In coordination with branch of land operations, 
develops economical and feasible land-use programs with the view 
of obtaining for the Indian owners the greatest amount of returns 
based on the highest and best use of the land. 

Clerk-stenographer, $3415.—Performs stenographic and clerical 
services for the supervisory real property oflicer and other members 
of the realty staff. Answers telephone. Interviews visitors and busi- 
ness callers. Assists in preparation of title papers, such as deeds, land- 
status reports, abstracts of probate and related data. Files realty 
papers. 

Appraisal section 

A ppraiser, $6,390.—Inspects and prepares appraisal reports in all 
land transactions, such as sales, exchanges, rights-of-way, leases, re- 
linquishments of trusteeship, probate of estates, etc. Makes ap- 
praisals for fair rental on long-term and specialized crop leases such 
as recreational, religious, business, orchard, hops, open farming, ete. 

Obtains data concerning recent sales of comparable lands and prop- 
erties in the vicinity, verifies and analyzes sales information through 
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field inspection and study for the purpose of adequately supporting 
appraisal conclusions. Analyzes market data for the purpose of 
finding proper capitalization rates and gross multipliers used in the 
appraisal of income properties. 
ntacts representatives of Federal, State, county, city or other 

organizations and private concerns such as banks, loan companies, 
processors, co-ops, realtors, etc., in securing information to assure 
accurate and sound appraisals of properties. 
Works closely with specialists in field of engineering, soils science 
H work, foresters, geologists and other experts, using the findings and 
i information so obtained in arriving at appraised value of lands. 
Serves as consultant to superintendent, Yakima Tribe, branch of realty, 
land operations and forestry with respect to property values, rentals, | 
and proper appraisal procedures. 

As assigned, testifies in court actions as Bureau witness relative 
to appraisals of lands. | 
Acquisition and disposal section 

Real property assistant, $5200.—Processes land conveyancing by and 
through preparation and execution of deeds, documents, abstracts, 
title papers, and instruments involving purchases, sales, consolida- 
tions, gifts, exchanges, and other acquisitions or dispositions, Pre- 
pares and completes petitions, abstracts, title chains, and other 
supporting data in land transfer files; also prepares accompanying 
transmittal correspondence with justification and recommendations 
for approval. 

Clerk (realty) , $3,805.—Assists in processing land conveyances such 
as title instruments, deeds, abstracts, and other instruments involving 
purchases, sales, consolidations, gifts, etc. 


Tenure and management section 


Real property officer, $5,575.—As chief of the section, responsible 
for exercising supervision over 2,600 surface and some subsurface leas- 
ing and management programs, such as licenses, leases, permits, ease- 
ments, use agreements, grants, rights-of-way, etc., for Yakima Reser- 
vation. Plans, administers, directs programs, and supervises required 
staff, etc. 

Real property assistant, $4,930.—Prepares, executes, and reports 
. rmits and lease contracts covering use and occupancy of Indian 
' ands for agriculture, grazing, business and mining and other pur- 
poses, involving about 9,500 individual heirs or owners sharing in 
approximately 2,300 leases, etc. 

Clerk-stenographer, $3,175.—Clerical and stenographic work in con- 
nection with all activities of the tenure and management section. 


Reports and control section 


Clerk (realty), $4,485—Supervises activities of the reports and 
control section. Responsible for all probate matters concerning In- 
dians of the Yakima Reservation. Prepares land status reports and 
abstracts of probate for use in cases of disposal, lease, or other land 
transactions. Maintains all realty records. Responsible for all re- 

ports pertaining to realty matters. Prepares budget estimates and 
justifications for personnel needs, etc. 

Clerk, $3,925—Responsible for maintenance of probate records. 
Prepares reports of inherited interests, requiring research in deter- 


Se era 
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mining family history of decedent, his inherited interests, and 
appraisal of properties. Assist in developing data of ancestral his- 
tory, completes forms for use in probate proceedings, prepares 
vouchers to distribute estate funds as ordered by hearing examiner, 
negotiates, prepares, and executes wills and codicils, etc. Assists in 
preparation of land status reports and abstracts of probate for use in 
cases of disposal, lease, or other land transactions, etc. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activ- 
ities? Explain fully. 

Supervisory real property officer listed in reply to No. 1 performs 
this function. The employee or his representative attends all meet- 
ings of the tribal land committee and the supervisory board in consid- 
ering applications for land transactions or other matters and acts as 
consultant and adviser. This employee also attends, in capacity of 
consultant and adviser, all meetings of the tribal council concerning 
administration of lands. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

Yes. (1) Tribal land committee, appointed by and representing 
the tribal council, composed of four tribal council members. This 
committee considers and has authority to approve, in behalf of the 
tribe (tribal council) all tribal real-estate activities, subject to con- 
currence of the executive board of the tribal council, but final approval 
of fee patent applications is made by the supervisory board. 

(2) Supervisory board: This board was set up as directed by Port- 
land area office letter dated September 6, 1955 (copy attached), to re- 
view applications which may be received for removal of trust or other 
restrictions or for supervised sales of lands. The board is composed 
of 7 members, 4 tribal members and 3 key members of the agency staff, 
representing the realty, forestry and land operations branches, all of 
whom are well informed regarding relationship of the land in question 
to the overall program and economy of the tribe and the Indian com- 
munity, and also as to the economic status and general ability of 
applicants to care for their personal affairs. The tribal members of 
the board are appointed by the tribal council. It is the responsibility 
of the tribal representatives to consider possible tribal interest in 
acquisition of the property from the standpoint of its location and 
character in relation to the overall land program of the tribe. The 
board makes every effort equitably to adjust cases where alienation of 
Indian lands would adversely affect tribal interests or interests of 
the Indian community, with particular emphasis on forest manage- 
ment units. Preferably the tribe is afforded an opportunity to pur- 
chase the property at its appraised value. Other avenues of adjust- 
ment may include exchanges, where authorized by statute, relinquish- 
ment of lands and selection of lieu allotments, etc. When it has been 
determined, after thorough study, that a tract is indispensable for unit 
operation because of its strategic location and all possible means of 
satisfying the desires of the individual have been explored without 
success, then the application may be denied with full information to 
the individual of his right to appeal. (See tribal resolution approved 
January 16, 1953, attached.) 
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5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

ee reply to No. 4 above. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

None at Yakima Agency. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a Tribal Land Enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

Action to establish a land program for Yakima was instituted in 
1950. It was approved on April.13, 1950, and May 31, 1950, by 
Bureau of Indian Affairs Washington office and the Portland area 
office, respectively, but it was made inoperative by provisions of the 
Appropriation Acts of 1950, 1951, and 1952, which prohibited the 
use of appropriated tribal funds for the acquisition of lands or water 
rights inside or outside boundaries of existing reservations within 
the States of Washington, Oregon, Nevada, South Dakota, etc. These 
restrictive provisions were removed in the 1953 Appropriation Act 
and thereafter tribal funds in the amount of $50,000 were made 
available for tribal land purchases on April 2, 1954. This tribal 
program was sanctioned by the Congress in its enactment of imple- 
menting legislaton known as the Yakima land bill, H. R. 1801, under 
provisions of Public Law 188, 84th Congress, 1st session, authorizing 
the purchase, sale, and exchange of certain Indian lands of the Yakima 
Indian Reservation and for other purposes. (Copy of Public Law 
188 attached. ) 

Under the provisions of the Yakima land program, $1,075,000 of 
tribal funds have been expended by the tribe for acquisition of Indian 
trust allotted lands of the reservation. The purpose of this program 
is to eliminate complicated heirship status of trust allotted lands of 
the reservation and to provide for the acquisition of allotted key 
tracts in order to facilitate development, protection, and administra- 
tion of forest and range areas predominantly tribal ; to provide income 
to owners and heirs of allotted timber tracts who must wait many 

ears for orderly development of timber sales; to simplify admin- 

istration and accounting, and for other purposes. The program was 
also designed to keep desirable trust lands in Indian ownership and 
to make agricultural lands available for future resale to landless tribal 
members. This program may also well afford welfare and relief to 
elderly and needy tribal members, who are currently without income 
and who have valuable timber or other holdings on the reservation 
that are not subject to early production, through purchase of such 
holdings by the tribe. 

A good start has been made toward accomplishment of the objec- 
tives of the Yakima land-purchase program, although all of its objec- 
tives have not as yet been accomplished. The majority of tribal pur- 
chases thus far have been from 1 to 5 owner allotments. As pointed 
out in part I, 14d, of this report, the major obstruction to the most 
effective application and operation of the program is lack of authority 
to sign for and on behalf of absentee owners or heirs whose where- 
abouts are unknown. However, many valuable tracts of land have 
been retained in tribal ownership for possible resale to landless In- 
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dians. To date there have been very few resales, but it is expected 
that with payment of the Dalles Dam settlement funds this phase of 
the program will appreciably increase. Key forestry and grazing 
tracts have been acquired by the tribe, thus keeping forestry and graz- 
ing units intact for orderly development, protection, and adminis- 
tration. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

All real-estate operations will be paid from tribal funds through 
fiscal year 1958. But it has been proposed to turn all real-estate activi- 
ties over to the Bureau, to be paid from gratuity funds, at the begin- 
ning of fiscal year 1959. No information has been received that any 
definite action looking toward this change has yet been taken. 

Since realty operations at Yakima have for more than 10 years been 
financed by the tribe and all realty employees are civil service, under 
the same administration as other Bureau employees, it is a little diffi- 
cult to determine the differences in effectiveness of all Bureau opera- 
tions as compared with all tribal operations. 

The present realty program is practically self-supporting from fees 
charged for services performed for the public, including tribal mem- 
bers, thus relieving the taxpayer of this responsibility. A tribal serv- 
ice fee of 5 percent for leasing activities during the year 1958 (fiscal) 
averaged approximately $37,500. Fees for other services performed 
in the realty department will average approximately $12,000 per 
annum, being a total of slightly in excess of $49,000 in fees. 

Also, it is believed that the manner in which the realty activities 
are presently financed helps to accomplish one of the objectives of 
the Bureau—create in the individual Indian a desire for self-depend- 
ence. We believe most Indians take some pride in the fact that they 
pay for any services they receive and also pay the salaries of employees 
rendering those services. Under gratuity funds, there might be more 
money to employ needed additional personnel to properly round out 
the realty staff or program which cannot be fully accomplished with 
limited service fees. On the other hand, gratuity appropriations 
sometimes fluctuate, and there might be even less money at times. 


Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING OF UN- 
RESTRICTED FEE-SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS? 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS—None 


AN ACT To amend the act of July 28, 1955, authorizing the purchase, sale, and exchange 
of certain Indian lands on the Yakima Reservation, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America, in Congress assembled, That the Act entitled “An Act to authorize the 
purchase, sale, and exchange of certain Indian lands on the Yakima Reservation, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 28, 1955, Public Law 188, 84th Congress, 
chapter 423, 1st session (69 Stat. 392) be and it is hereby amended, to provide 
further: 


1 Exact statistics not available. Estimated. See narrative report. 
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That the purchase, sale, and exchange of heirship lands, as provided in the 
said Act of July 28, 1955, may be made with the consent of the heir or heirs in 
ownership of at least 65 per centum of the interest or interests in the said heirship 
lands, and with or without the consent of the heir or heirs in ownership of the 
remaining 35 per centum interest or interests in the said heirship lands: Pro- 
vided, however, it may be shown that effort is made to notify said minority owners 
such action is being contemplated and no formal objection in writing is filed by 
the owners. 

And to provide still further: That the Yakima Tribe be and it is hereby author- 
ized to convey tribal lands of the said reservation to agencies of the Federal, 
State, or local Government for recreational, educational, civic, or other public 
purposes. 


RESOLUTION T-110—58 


Whereas the Yakima Tribal Council of the Yakima Tribe, in session on May 
14, 1958, at the Yakima Indian Agency, Toppenish, Wash., a quorum being present. 
duly considered and concurred in the findings and recommendations of the tribal 
land committee regarding the sale of Yakima tribal lands to Yakima tribal mem- 
bers of less than one-fourth degree Yakima blood and who are married to non- 
Yakimas or non-Indians; and 

Whereas said committee in session on March 27, 1958, after long deliberation 
and due consideration, unanimously approved the recommendation that appli- 
cations for the purchase of tribal lands by tribal members within the above-stated 
category be denied ; and 

Whereas such determination by said committee was found to be in complete 
harmony with the intent of the Yakima Enrollment Act and other regulatory pro- 
visions designed to retain Indian lands in Indian ownership: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Yakima Tribal Council, That it hereby concurs in the said 
recommendations of said land committee that applications for the purchase of 
tribal lands of the Yakima Reservation by tribal members of less than one-fourth 
degree Yakima blood and who are married to non-Yakimas or non-Indians be and 
they are hereby denied. 

Done and dated this 14th day of May 1958 at the Yakima Indian Agency, Top- 
penish, Wash., by the Yakima Tribal Council by a vote of 13 for and none against. 


EAGLE SEELATSEE, 
Chairman, Yakima Tribal Council. 


RESOLUTION T-—119-—58 


Whereas the Yakima Tribal Land Committee, in session at the Yakima Indian 
Agency, Toppenish, Wash., on December 18, 1956, duly considered and unani- 
mously recommended tribal acquisition of the Betsey Hahhise, Al—1713, described 
as NYSE, sec. 35, T. 10 N., R. 21 east, Willamette meridian, Washington, con- 
taining 80 acres, more or less, for a total consideration of $11,680; and 

Whereas said recommendation is hereby concurred in by the executive board of 
the tribal council ; and 

Whereas the owners of said land have executed deeds in favor of the United 
States in trust for the Yakima Tribe for the said consideration of $11,680: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the proposed purchase be and it is hereby approved and pay- 
ment of the said consideration be and it is hereby authorized and directed by the 
said executive board. 

Done and dated this 2d day of June 1958 at the Yakima Indian Agency, Top- 
penish, Wash., by the undersigned members of the said executive board. 


EAGLE SEELATSEE, 
Chairman, Yakima Tribal Council. 
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PusLic LAW 188—84TH CONGRESS 





CHAPTER 423—1sT SESSION 


H. R. 1801 


AN ACT To authorize the purchase, sale, and exchange of certain Indian lands on the 
Yakima Indian Reservation, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That (a) for the purpose of effecting consoli- 
dations of land, situated within the Yakima Indian Reservation in the State of 
Washington, between the Yakima Tribes of Indians and individual members of 
the tribes and other Indians, for the mutual benefit of the tribes and the indi- 
vidual members thereof, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized in his 
discretion to— 

(1) purchase for the Yakima Tribes, with tribal funds of such tribes on 
deposit in the United States Treasury, or otherwise, any lands held by 
individual members of the Yakima Tribes and other Indians under trust 
patent or other restrictions against alienation including lands in heirship 
status, within the Yakima Indian Reservation, including interests therein or 
improvements thereon, water rights, and surface rights ; 

(2) sell to individual members of the Yakima Tribes any tribal trust 
lands within such reservation, including lands, interests, improvements, and 
rights acquired for the tribes under this Act; and 

(3) exchange any tribal trust lands within such reservation, including 
lands, interests, improvements, and rights acquired for the tribes under this 
Act, for lands situated within such reservation which are held by individual 
members of the tribes and other Indians under trust patent or other restric- 
tions against alienation including lands in heirship status. 

(b) The Secretary shall obtain the advice and consent of the Yakima Tribal 
Council before entering into any such transaction. The terms and conditions of 
any such transaction, including the price at which any land is so purchased or 
sold and the valuation of any lands so exchanged, shall be mutually agreed upon 
by the Secretary, the Yakima Tribal Council, and the individual Indian or In- 
dians concerned. Any such exchange of tribal lands for lands held by individual 
members of the Yakima Tribes or other Indians, and for lands in heirship 
status, shall be effected on the basis of approximately equa! consideration with 
due allowance for the value of improvements in determining the value of such 
lands. 

Seo. 2. (a) Title to lands, interests, improvements, or rights so acquired by 
the Secretary for the Yakima Tribes through purchase or exchange shall be held 
by the United States in trust for the Yakima Tribes. Title to tribal trust lands, 
interests, improvements, or rights sold by the Secretary to individual members 
of the Yakima Tribes or exchanged by the Secretary for lands held under trust 
patent or other restrictions against alienation by individual members of the 
tribes and other Indians or for lands in heirship status shall be held by the 
United States in trust for the individual Indian or Indians concerned. 

(b) Sums derived from the sale of tribal trust lands, interests, improvements, 
and rights shall be credited to the tribal funds of the Yakima Tribes. 

Sec. 3. (a) No transaction entered into under this Act shall affect, without the 
consent of the lessee, any lease of lands, interests, improvements, or rights 
involved in such transaction or any right of the lessee with respect to extension 
or renewal of such lease, which is in existence at the time such transaction is 
entered into. 

(b) Nothing in this Act shall affect the existing status of any lands, interests, 
improvements, or rights with respect to taxation. 

Sec. 4. The Secretary is authorized to prescribe such regulations as may be 
necessary to carry out the purposes of this Act. 

Approved July 28, 1955. 
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RESOLUTION T-104—-57 


Whereas the Yakima Tribal Council of the Yakima Tribe, a quorum being 
present in regular session at the Yakima Indian Agency, Toppenish, Wash., on 
May 7, 1957, is constantly interested in the most effective application and opera- 
tion of the Yakima tribal land program of the Yakima Reservation; and 

Whereas it is realized the major obstruction to such operation is lack of au- 
thority to sign for and on behalf of absentee owners or heirs whose whereabouts 
are unknown, with or without their consent, in the conveyance to the tribe of 
their undivided shares in allotted lands and/or timber on such lands; and 

Whereas it is also understood such authority may not be accomplished without 
proper legislation ; and 

Whereas it is recommended by the council that proper action toward this ac- 
complishment be initiated : Now, therefore, be it 

That the executive board of the Yakima Tribal Council be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized, with approval of the area office and upon the advice of tribal attorneys 
and agency representatives, to draft and submit for presentation by proper au- 
thorities proposals for legislative authority for the Commissioner or his duly 
authorized representatives to sign for and on behalf of absentee heirs or owners 
as herein above indicated. 


RESOLUTION 


Whereas the issuance of patents-in-fee and the supervised public sales into non- 
Indian ownership of Indian trust lands of the Yakima Reservation has caused 
great concern to the Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakima Indian Na- 
tion by reason of the diminishing Indian land base ; and 

Whereas it is desirable that a policy be established which may be followed by 
the officers of the tribe in making recommendations on the issuance of fee patents 
or supervised land sales : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the General Council of the Confederated Tribes and Bands of the 
Yakima Indian Nation in session this 8th day of January 19538, a quorum being 
present, That the general policy of the Yakima Tribe shall be opposed to the 
issuance of patents-in-fee and the disposal of Indian lands from Indian owner- 
ship through supervised sales, and that the tribal council shall do everything pos- 
sible to construct and carry out a program which will permit the sale of lands 
between members of the tribe or to the tribe: 

Provided, That an exception to this general policy may be made in exceptional 
cases after consideration by the land committee of the tribal council, under the 
direction of the tribal council, of the merits of each application for fee patent 
or sale ; and 

Provided further, That applications for fee patents by nonresident or individ- 
uals of less than one-fourth Yakima blood shall include a relinquishment of 
all the rights in the Yakima Tribe in the event the patent is granted. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
PorTLAND AREA OFFICE, 
Portland, Oreg., September 6, 1955. 
Mr. DANNIE E. LECRONE, 
Superintendent, Yakima Agency. 


DeEAR Mr. LECRONE: Recent discussions of realty procedures with members of 
the staff of the realty branch from the central office and more recently with the 
Commissioner at Spokane indicate that there should immediately be set up at 
your agency a supervisory board to consider applications which may be received 
for removal of trust or other restrictions or for supervised sales of lands. 

The board should include key members of your staff who may be especially well 
informed regarding the relationship of the land in question to the overall program 
and economy of the tribe and the Indian community, and also informed widely of 
the economic status and general ability of applicants responsibly to care for 
their personal affairs. In addition one member of the board should be a member 
of the tribe. This member preferably should be appointed by the tribal govern- 
ing body from among its own membership. 
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It should be the responsibility of the tribal representative to consider possible 
tribal interest in acquisition of the property from the standpoint of its strategic 
location and character in relation to the overall land program of the tribe. 

We are informed that, while the office is in no way receding from its an- 
nounced policy of giving full recognition to the interests of Indians in their in- 
dividual property, we must give every consideration and make every effort 
equitably to adjust cases where alienation of Indian land would adversely affect 
tribal interests or interests of the Indian community, with particular emphasis 
on forest management units. 

Preferably the tribe should be afforded an opportunity to purchase the prop- 
erty at a price not inconsistent with its fair market value. Other avenues of 
adjustment may include exchanges, where authorized by statute, relinquishment 
of lands and selection of lieu allotments, ete. 

When it has been determined, after thorough study, that a tract is indispens- 
able for unit operation because of its strategic location and all possible means of 
satisfying the desires of the individual have been explored without success, then 
the application must be denied with full information to the individual of his right 
to appeal. Each such case should be completely documented and a full report 
submitted here, in duplicate so that one copy thereof may be transmitted to the 
Commissioner, who has indicated his personal interest in all cases of this kind. 

Sincerely yours, 
Don C. Foster, Area Director. 
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MULTIPLE OWNERSHIP LISTING 


Presenting the More Fractionated Inherited 
Ownerships in Indian Trust Allotted Lands 
Under the Jurisdiction of the Yakima Indian 
Agency and Listing Tracts With More than 5 
Heirs or Owners 
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The number of heirs in each ownership are sepa- 
rated into groups or categories and listed as 
follows: 
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No 

TD -39 

-16 

VAN—61 
-185 

64 

i TD -10 


VAN—190 
5523 
-167 
—155 
-32 


-153 


—154 
-160 
~165 


iY -174 
-168 
-169 
-35 

™ ~63 


40 


aint Lalani 


48 
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Description 


Lot 4 
swe 
ESSER 
SEA 
NEANE? 
Naswi 
SAnwe 
S4SER 
s4swe 
S3NEL 
EASWh 
NNER 


waswt 
Esswh 
EaSW 
4SE 
Nwd 
SWANWE, NWESTIR 
NANWE 
NANW, NANEX 


Saswe, NWASW 
SEASE 


NER 
Nand 


Lots 1, 6, 7 and 8 


SE} 
Naswe, Swisw2 
SE}SE 


6 to 10 Heirs 


Section 


1 
5 
23 


~ 
wn ws 


11 
12 


26 


T 
2/11 
2/11 
2/13 
2/13 
2/13 
2/14 
2/14 
2/14 
2/l4 
2/15 


No. Heirs 
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we 


Co aaa S 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


Al. No Description Section T No. Heirs 
TD-021333 EANEt 34 2/20 6 
NaNWE 35 
022485 Naswh 32 3/11 7 
(TD-20) 
VAN-86 swi 2 3/19 6 
VAN--87 SE} 2 " 6 
03960 S4NE# and Lots 1 and 2 4 . 10 
84 Nvd 15 " 7 
89 Waste 15 " 8 
142 NE2 16 " 7 
-143 NWd 16 ° 7 
Lhd S4sw 16 ® 7 
“145 Naswe 16 ° 7 
~146 NSSER 16 7 10 
-147 Sz4&SER 16 " 10 
68 FANE4 21 7 10 
1 NaNwe, NWENED 21 " 6 
02395 NASER 34 4/10 6 
(Or 954 
~203 S4SEh 28 4/13 8 
-139 Lots 1 and 2, EBANWS 7 4/19 10 
Wis Nid 22 4/21 6 
—~ NE 22 " 6 
-15 Nw} 24 . 9 
-16 S4SEt 24 " 9 
ait NE? 30 4/22 7 
3 BRWt and Lots 1 and 2 30 ; : 


4 Lots 3 and 4 and EASWE 30 " 
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Al. No. 

VAN-112 
-113 
-110 
-lll 
05684 
~109 
—128 
133 
-126 
~130 

YAK-4,006 
4,007 
-1249 


~1247 


3030 
1348 
-2963 
4530 
“42h, 
4516 
4503 
4267 
4477 


-4478 


4412 
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Description 


swi 
Lots 3 and 4, SANWH 
Lots 1 and 2, SANE 


ey NWENE 
SELSE£, SWSSE4 


NENA, NWANW2 
SESW, SWASWE 


SANE}, NASER 


6 to 10 Heirs 


Section 
23 
23 


olmUChrkeS!”™h—C<C WTCUMhllhUC TC 


ll 
15 
23 
35 
35 

1 


No. Heirs 
10 
10 
10 
10 

8 
7 
9 
10 
10 
10 


eo @8@ @ @O8sa a SS Ur eS 8 
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6 to 10 Heirs 
Al. No. Description Section T, No. Heirs 
YAK-4385 SE 2 7/14 8 
-4361 sw 3 " 8 
4381 nw2 7 * 7 
4379 SE 8 . 7 
—4,380 swe 8 " 7 
—3387 NWd 22 " 8 
4388 SE? 23 , 7 
—44,70 NVR 24 " 6 
4210 Lots 3 and 4; EASW 18 7/16 6 
“1047 NENW, NWANWE, SEANWH, SWANWE 19 " 10 
1436 swt 2 7/17 6 
=-1272 NE2 10 n 6 
-1..38 Nw 12 e 7 
-1439 svt 12 n 7 
elfil NEt 12 n 7 
-14,26 Sanvie, NSSWh 13 m 9 
3017 SE? 13 ” 7 
-1243 NWANE2 14 " 7 
SWSE} nu 
—3018 nwd 24, - 7 
-1461 Swe 33 ® 6 
-1459 Sw 34 " 10 
-1460 Nw 34 " 10 
-1198 NESSW, NWASWA, SE4SWi, SWASW2 5 7/18 6 
-1410 SEiSW+, NSSEA, SWASEA 12 " 6 
~1252 NEANW2, NTANTIR 17 . 9 


SEiswh, SwWSVA 3 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


No. Description Section T No, Heirs 
YAK ~12°3 NE# 19 7/19 10 
~750 SEASWe, = 25 " 7 
NEANWA, NWANW 36 
1106 Nwe 27 " 8 
3988 svip 34 . 8 
-2888 SE} 2 7/20 10 
-2873 SE} 14 " 9 
-2285 NE} 17 ' 7 
2281 SE} 18 . 9 
=2282 NE 18 " 7 
1368 NE2 20 " 7 
-1369 SE} 20 " 7 
-1373 Nw2 20 . 7 
2254 NE# 21 " 8 
2292 SE+ 21 " 7 
-3897 NWe 23 " 7 
=3623 swe 23 " 7 
—1374 NWid 28 " 7 
4173 SE 28 " 9 
=1370 NE# 29 " 7 
~1372 nvd 29 ° 7 
-12/5 svi2 30 " 6 
3902 NE2 32 ° 6 
-3873 SANW}, Lots 3 and 4 5 7/21 8 
-2890 sw 9 : 9 
427), sw2 10 8/13 6 


w 
o 


4254 NE+ ll ” 
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6 to 10 Heirs 





Al, No. Description Section T/R No. Heirs 
YAK=4256 Nw2 12 8/13 6 
-3620 SE 16 " 10 
-3621 swt 16 " 10 
—3681 SE4 21 " 10 
4463 SEt 25 " 6 
4415 SE+ 2 8/14 8 
4,260 SE+ 6 " 6 
4,262 NE} 7 * 6 
4196 swe 11 " 6 
4281 SE+ 18 n 8 
4201 swt 27 " 8 
=3252 NE} 28 " 7 
4,209 Lots 1 and 2; EANW 30 . 9 
4357 NE} 35 6 
-4539 Lots 1 and 2/ NSSE2 36 e 10 
-705 ESNEA, EASES 1 8/15 7 
~4167 SANELSWi, SEASWA; Lots 8, 9, and 10 6 " 6 
4169 SEd 6 . 7 
=3145 NEd 7 . 9 
4,302 S3NEL, Lots 1, 2, 3 and 4 15 " 6 
693 SE 25 " 10 
4146 Nwd 35 7 10 
-4041 swe 1 8/16 8 


-554 NE? 2 " 6 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


Al, Nc. Description Section  T/R No, Heirs 
YAK-4640 NSNER 12 8/16 6 
Siswh 15 
88 svi 20 " 9 
2714 NEASE#, NW4SE2 23 " 9 
-2973 svt 23 i" 4 
4038 Nw 23 " 6 
692 Nw 29 " 6 
-692 NE 29 ° 8 
~1828 NEL 30 " 6 
oe. NvI2 30 " 10 
4035 NE 33 " 6 
—4036 SE} 33 , 10 
4115 N3S4 26 8/17 9 
-2576 Lots 3 and 4, N&swe 36 " 7 
-133.3 NEd 31 " 10 
-1221 SE} 32 " 10 
4090 swh 1 8/20 6 
—2376 EANEL 9 ” 10 
wanwh 10 
2,92 swe 21 " 6 
—3839 Lots 1 and 2 1 8/21 7 
—38.6 WASE2 1 " 8 
38,7 —- EASwh 1 ; 8 
4054 Lots 3 and 4 6 " 4 
—3470 WANE 12 ” 7 
3652 EsSE+ 12 n 7 


—3890 Lots 3 and4 30 . 6 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


Al. No. Description Section /R No. Heirs 
YAK-3071 ESSE? 4 8/22 6 
-3838 Lot 3 5 " 7 
-2877 SEASER, SWASEA 6 " 9 
2913 NELSEA, NWASED 6 n 6 
3830 NSNVIA 16 « 7 
—3824 SANnw} 17 " 10 
—3823 NaNw 17 " 10 
-1825 NE 20 9/12 6 
-2390 nw2 16 9/14 8 
-3008 S4NE} 20 " 10 
-2757 NEXSW2, NWASWH 25 . 10 
-2758 SEANW?, SWwANWd 25 " 10 
4149 NE 33 - 8 
~3122 SE 35 = 9 
4296 sw 26 9/15 6 
-1476 NEANWE, NWANES 7 9/16 6 
SESSWE, SWASE+ 6 
~1528 Nwh 17 " 6 
—549 NESEL, NWASE, SESE, swWASEL 19 e 10 
4053 SE 20 e 6 
3954 SE} 24 9/18 10 
-4109 Wwe 26 * 6 
-4110 sw 26 " 6 
~4111 NE} 27 . 6 
-1557 SE+ 17 9/19 7 
-1559 swh 17 ® 10 
1558 SE4 18 . 10 
-3930 EANWi, Lots 1 and 2 19 . 10 
-1174 NEANWA, NWANW 26 " 9 


-1175 SEANW, SWANW2 26 " a 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


Al, No. Description Section TAR No, Heirs 
YAK~1173 NEASE}, NWASE 27 9/19 3 
-4101 Lots 3 and 4; EASWA 30 . 7 
2293 NESWA, NWESEL 5 9/20 7 
2861 NESSEA, NWSE 12 n 6 
~3698 NEANW2, NW2NWS 13 " 8 
3724 SANTI} 13 " 8 
1463 EAEANWi, NWANEP 14 " 7 
-1465 NEANE} 14 " 6 
SEASE} 11 
“1464 S4NER 4 " 6 
3726 NSSEX 14 " 8 
—1164 NEANWA; Lots 1 and 2 19 " 6 
-76S NSSEd 1 9/21 6 
-776 SEANWA, SWANW 1 " 9 
~370 NELSE}, NSSEASEX, Naswisk} 3 " 3 
=1605 NEASEX 10 " 9 
Nwiswd 1 
-379 NEANW2, ESNSNW2 1 " 6 
3923 SEiswi, swiswh 11 ° 6 
—328 NELSEX, SEASER 12 ° 6 
~765 SANEt R . 7 
88, NEANW2, NweNW2 u " 6 
2862 SEASE+, SWASEt u : 6 
2802 EANWE 16 " 9 
-3750 NaNW 20 " 2 
-3776 NANT} 23 : 7 
3777 saw 23 P 7 
3701 NEANWE, NWANE2 35 7 6 
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6 to 10 Heirs 
Al, No. Description Section T No, Heirs 
YAK=28)9 WRNWE 36 9/ar 7 
32), NVEWE, Lot 3 17 9/22 6 
325 NEZNE?, SERNES 18 Z 6 
-3446 Lot 1 22 7 10 
nite 2 
-377 Lots 3 and h, 5 and 6 25 . 10 
-378 Lot 2; swaswe 25 . 6 
“344 NERNE?, WSSELNE? 28 9 
Lot 1 21 
-2834 Lots 1 and 2 30 r 8 
293, SSB} 31 s B 
2938 WANE? 31 : 8 
~880 NENW, NWSW 36 . 7 
1481 = SES 3 10/15 7 
“452 SEZ 22 7 10 
“3175 SANE, NESEY 26 : : 
-32 Lot 4; SWENW 1 10/16 7 
-33 Lot 33 SE} 1 - 7 
“LL9 WwzSwe, SWENWZ 2 . 10 
“450 NEZSEY, SEWNEY 3 10 
3177 = NESW, EANWASHL, SHNWASE2 3 : 8 
~676 NESE+, NWISE2, SESNEL 6 5 6 
-677 nEdswt, SEAwH, swinE> 6 _ 7 
‘© Sie ; = § 
2 " 
™_ Oe eee of SE2; N&SW2SE+ 2 * 
“453A WANWASTEE 12 . 10 


30451 O—58 ~47 


if 
\ 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


- No, ction T No. Heirs 
YAK-1285 SESE}, SWASER 13 10/16 7 
-668 NEANWA, SEANW 14 ° 
“1478 NESE}, NASW 22 " 9 
-2177 SEANWE, SWENWE 24 * 8 
~2178 NESW, SESW 24 " 7 
-147 NWSE, SWisE} 1 10/17 3 
-103 ESSE} 3 " a 
-89 FaSWh 4 " 7 
-1020 SWANE+, SEANWd 4 " 7 
-490 S3SWhSER 4 " 7 
NWANE2, NSSWANE 9 
85 NELSEX, NWESEP 5 " + 
-1079 ESne} 7 " 6 
-1623 WASEASW 7 . 10 
68:4, sanwi 8 ° 6 
685 S4NER 2 ° 10 
~90 NELNE? 8 . 7 
WANWENW2 9 
SaSELSEL 5 
~488 NANELSW2, EANWASWA, SWANWE 4 " 6 
-2179 SELSER 9 ™ 6 
swiswe 10 
-2175 SELSE, SWESE 14! " a 
-140 wasw 11 . 10 
~-166 NEiSWe, NWASWA 12 " 10 
~138 SWASW. 12 " 6 
NW2W 13 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


Al. No. Description Section TR No, Heirs 
-3543 NviASWe 13 10/17 ° 6 
3105 NE+SE?}, SE#NED 14 . 10 
-407 NEANVA, NWANER 21 " 8 
~09 NWASW2, SweNWE 21 ’ 8 
556% NEASW#, SEASW 22 " 6 
—2248 wannd 24 * 8 
-2272 NWASE2, SwWASER 24 " 8 
-2406 BASE} 35 : 2 
2304 Lot 3 and 4 1 10/18 2 
-2144 NE+SEA, NvASEA 3 P 7 
-1052 NWwiSW, SWANWE 5 “ 10 
1054 NEASWH, SEANWS 5 ~ 10 
543 SE+SE+, SWASE# 6 . 6 
544 NEANE}, NWANE? 7 " 6 
-552 NEASW3, NV2SER 7 : 6 

" 
= Fontan, WASELSW+, waswisws g ” 
-548 SEANWA, SWANVA 8 " 6 
—3635 SEANE} 8 ¢ 7 
3634 swine} 8 . 7 
=-2347 SEANV2, SWwNWe 9 . 9 
-3633 NEASt/3 15 ; 8 
2268 swiswd 17 ° 6 
SEASEL 18 
-553 NANWANE} 18 " 6 
WISEASE+, SvASES 7 


2398 NEASW2, SEND 18 " 6 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


Al. No Description Section L, No. Heirs 
YAK-555 NEN. /2 18 10/18 6 
sriswh 7 
-2270 Lot 3, svAswWe 19 n 6 
-3570 SERSER 19 " 6 
88 erp’ NaNVESW, WASEANW, 
NSSWENWP 21 " 6 
~1598 SANviisy, SEASWA, SANEASWH 22 , 6 
231 SEisii+, Swisw 23 " 6 
—545 NEiNE+, SEANEX 24 " 6 
-1600 NEANW2, ESNWANWA, NSSEANTIA 27 " 6 
695 NELNVE 28 . 8 
sashswt 21 
-1597 SANE+SE+, SEASE4 21 " 7 
WaNE NE? 28 
~3505 Nwisiiz, Sv/ASWH 28 " 6 
—3512 WSSE= 28 " 6 
-3513 EASE: 28 7 6 
3558 = NEANVB 30 , 6 
-3559 Lot} 30 S y 
" 
% ain * " 
“151 NINEASIC, 8 NEiSWd, NANWESWA, 1 10/19 9 
-1076 SEL . SvANW 1 " 6 
689 Lot 1; SENE? 3 n 6 
-1932 SERSii, swisw 4 : 10 
-2018 NE+S™4, SEASE+ 7 " 


-2016 NEAS!'2, SESW 8 " ) 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


Al, No. Description Section T/R No. Heirs 
YAK-2017 nwAs''k, SWASW 2 10/19 ” 
1755 NEsSWA, NWASWH a's " 6 
2080 EASELNEL, We SEANE} 9 " 5 
-1963 NE2N 2, SEANWA 13 . 6 
-1959 EASWi u " ” 
-1960 NWSE, SwWiSEL 14 " 6 
-1961 NERS\"s, SEASWE 14 : 6 
-2095 NEASWE, NWASWE 15 . 7 
2219 NELSEX, NWLSER 17 . 7 
-2020 EANE:NE+}, WANEANE+, SEANED 18 " a 
24,62 NEANE#, NWENEX 20 . 6 
2463 SERNEX, g\'ANER 20 " 7 
2057 NER°2, NWASER 22 : 8 
44,02 SESE 22 ° 7 
“195 NWSW, STWANWE 28 . 9 
-196 SERN2, NEASWH 28 " 9 
-197 NEASE+, NWSE 28 " S 
-570 swiszh 28 . 8 
Nwen>} 33 
-220 NEANE+, SEANEL 35 " 6 
-1966 NEANWE, NWANWE 1 10/20 9 
-2325 NERN 2, NWANER 2 . 7 
2484, NEASY, NWwASWH 2 " 9 
-271 NEANW+, NWANTP 3 " 10 
-3163 Nwic7 5 - 7 
625 WAN! -SEX, EANWASEL, EASWESEL, ‘ 
WASVIZSE+ 8 7 
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Al, No. ist 


YAK-1804 
-1803 


-1092 


874 


-1991 


-1683 


-265 
269 
646 
~1805 
-1129 


-281 


—304 
—305 
312 


283 


INDIAN LAND 


NE;. 7+, SESE 


ae. 
NW2-184 
NEN, NwAn:2 


NW 1 S Ei A SWSE2 


SEzSW2 
NwiNw2 


NSNEASWA, SSNELSWH 
NWANWE, SWANW 
NEiSW2, SESW 
NEUNEANER, NWNEANED 
NE}cWA, SE+SW4 


SE+VE 
sw. I mh 


a 


NAN=4NE+, SSNEANE} 
NWei2, SWAN 
NELNE+, NWANER 
SENWe, SWANW 
NE*o8+, SEANED 


rpler] erle 
NEASE+, SE4SE} 


NWw2, Swanwd 


6 to 10 Heirs 


_Description Section T/R No. Heirs 


TRANSACTIONS 


9 
10 


11 
14 


ll 
12 


12 
13 


4 
15 
16 
16 


10/20 


" 


7 
7 
7 


8 
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6 to 10 Heirs 

Al, No, ____Description _______section __1/R__No, Heirs 

YAK-1738  SEASE, SWASEL 7 10/21 6 
-1741 SEANWA, SWANEL 7 . 8 
-727 SESE, SWASER 1s " 10 
-1752 SEASWi, SWESER 20 " 6 
-1407 SERSWA, SWASWE 21 " 10 
“1754 aa and 4 21 " 7 
2479 Lot 1 and 2 2 ” 6 
2303 NESWA, SESNWR 28 " 6 
-795 SERSEL, SWASE2 29 - 7 
297 NEASWR, Lot 3 30 * 6 
~298 SESSWR, Lot 4 30 n 7 
-797 SEANE}, SWE NED 32 ° 7 
~756 = = 32 " a 
-755  SBANWL, SWANWE 33 " a 
-1607  NWANWA, SWANWE 34 : 9 
-1997 = NWASWA, SWASWE 35 . 8 
-11174  NEASEA, NWASER, SEASEX, SWASEL 21 u/s 10 
-1116 NEASWE, NWASWH, SEASWE, SWASWE 22 * 10 
430 WASE?, Lots 3 and 4 30 . 6 
-2708 Lots 1 and 2 and 7 and 8 4 11/16 8 
~3221 NSNE hy . 6 
3220 NANT 2 : Q 
33 Ta oe i ten @ 
-529 NWANW? 13 . 8 


NEANEA lu 
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Al. No. 
YAK-2183 


—2642 
—2641 


2162 


635 


-—2109 
-23 


—16 
32 


—3114 


—25 
—27 


~981 
~982 


—1588 


—2266 


-1043 


-1042 


INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


6 to 10 Heirs 


Description 


— >} o a 
NE2.z2, SEASE+ 
Nis 
hyd 

} >) last Cc 
NE , SAS3SEANEL, NSSSSELSER 
NSSzASE 


All but the SEASEANE]SE} of 


~ est 
NE#SE* 


Sahai, NSNWASWE, SEU, 


siswim 
N3NEL 


Wwe, SWAnwd 


NWiNE} 
SYWESE? 


wastasid 
$38.54, FSSEASWA 


wawsEl, sEisw 
was ANE}, SEANV i, E4NESWd 


NAN! #SE2 
Neatsia, swiwt 


EANWLSEL, SEPNE+, ESSVANE? 


Vasc ksE+, NELSWESEL, S4Sv/4SE4 
E4N)-}NER 
S4S3SE}SE? 


Z 


Section 
14 


15 
16 


7#1 


f Rentals 


10 


10 


10 


10 
LO 
10 
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6 to 10 Heirs 


YAK~2228 NEANE} 35 11/16 7 
Nwanw2 36 

451 SEANW?, SWANW 36 " 10 
2523 NW2SE2 36 i - 
-3410 SEAN, Lot 3 1 11/17 10 
—3449 SEiS’3, siASwd ; n 6 
—3264 SEANER, Lot 5 4 " 6 
—-3260 NELSEA, Lot 8 5 * 7 
-3313 SEANE?, Lot 1 . " 9 
—2546 SESE} 8 ° 9 
-3296 N3SE2 8 " 9 
-3291 NEXSEX, Lot 4 g " 6 
-3280 EANE} 10 " 8 
-3284 Nwiswe, Lot 4 10 2 
—3205 E4ni2 20 " 6 
—3323 NVANWR 22 ° 8 
-2801 eo 2 . 9 
~527 NVANE#, SVIANEd 25 ” 10 
—528 Seeet NSSEANV, SSSEANWH, 2 5 ? 
-1786 SEAS, SWASEA 26 " 2 
-130 wand 27 " 6 
—3106 NEANV/d, NVANEP 27 " 10 
1073 NEASE+, SEANE# 28 5 10 
674 SELNV4, SWANWH 28 " 9 


-394 NE#SWH, NVASEA 32 " 2 
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Al. No 
YAK-—72 


-119 


1469 
2670 


~—2669 


2671 
-2691 


2559 
~2508 


-3408 


—2552 
2640 
2507 


2506 


—3054 


—~2636 
-1917 


—2610 


—2568 


INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


6 to 10 Heirs 


Description Section 

SEANW2, NSSWANW, SAnwinw 33 
SWiNEX, NWSE} 33 
NW2NE4, SWANE 34 
NSSWiSE2, SASWASEL, NSSEASWH, 

sAsEiswi 36 
ESNWASEA, WANW2SE2 1 
NW2NEd 10 
SEANW 2 

t 3 2 
Lot 7 3 
Lot 4 2 
SWANEL 10 
NSSEiswi, S4SSE}Sii 3 
swenwe 4 
NV/ANE 18 
swisw+ 5 
NEANE? 23 
Lots 1 and 2 6 
SEAN? 4 
SE+S 7 
NASWINE?, S&SWANE2 7 
~ 7 - 
NSNWeSE2, SENWESE+ 
NW}NEL 7 
swiswi 14 
NEANW2 7 
nwist4 14 
EASWLSE 8 
NWANW2 15 
Lots 3 and 4 10 
wiswi, Swisw 13 
SwW2SE 15 
SEANE} 16 
NEANE} 17 
Lot 1, NEANE} 4 


No. 


Heirs 


oe 


~] 


~ 


10 


10 


~ 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 717 
6 to 10 Heirs 


Al, No. Description Section T/R No, Heirs 
Y AK-2603 SEzNER 21 11/18 6 


~2457 NESE, NWLSER 25 n 


oO 


-1658 Nwanw, swanw 26 " 


-1644  NENEL, SELNER 32 ° 


eo oO Oo NN 


-3118 NESW, Nwiswd 32 . 
-1646 NENWA, SEANY? 33 ? 


-1647 NESE}, SESE? 33 4 8 
1653 swanw 34 . 7 
“1148 Lot 7, tid Lot 5, SEASE, swhsE} 2 11/19 10 


-1537 NANE*SE2, SANEASE4, NANWSER, 
sinwisnt 4 " 6 


} 


-1147 WANELNWi, WASEANY'2, Swi Nw 11 " 10 


> 


-1792 Lots 3 and 4 5 " ° 
~1870 NE+SE*, SESE 11 " 7 


-1866 Lot 4 1 ” 9 


-1868 NEiswi, nwiswh 12 . 9 


’ 
-1869 Lot 3, NWASE+, SWANEA 12 " 7 
-1871 SESW, siisw 12 " 7 
-1872 NEANW, SEANW2 13 " 6 
-1873 W3NV2NW2, ESNTANWS 13 " 7 
wsswisii}, Eisi Anvid 


~1874, NEAsWA, NvAswe 13 . 7 
893 SELSE+, SW2SE? 13 " 10 
-1585  SEsw, swisw 13 : 6 


-1875 NEANEL, SEANED 14 ¢ 7 


-1876 NWENE}, SWNE2 14 : 7 
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6 to 10 Heirs 
Al. No. Description Section T/R No. Heirs 
YAK~1877 NEANW2, SEANWA 1h 11/19 7 
3431 SELNE} 16 " 6 
634 NEANEL, NANEX 20 " 6 
—1946 NEsSWE, SESE 20 " 7 
-1878 swiswe 22 " 9 
-~995 NEANW, SEANW? 23 " 10 
-891 NWENE,, SWENE2 24 " 10 
559 SEiswi, Swiswh 25 " 6 
-860 SAnwENW2, NANWENWE 25 " 7 


-1631 NWANEX, SWANER 27 , 6 


~1920 NEANEL, NWANER 32 " 7 
2051 NELSE+, SELSE} 33 : 9 
23 SE:NE?, SWNE} 34 " 7 
834 Lo 8 . 17 11/20 7 
Lot 0 
-830 NESE, SESE} is " 6 
832 SELNEX, SWENED 18 " 6 
892 NELNW2, Lot 1 and Lot 2 19 " 8 
802 Lots 6 and 7 28 " 8 
-807 Lot 3 21 : 9 
Lots 4 and 5 28 " 


851 NEANW2, SEANWH 30 " 6 


-1089 NEANE2, NW2NER 30 " 9 
“L044 NELSE2, SENER 31 " 10 


-870 nwaswe, sweswh 35 7 9 





INDIAN LAND 


TRANSACTIONS 


6 to 10 Heirs 


719 


Al, Noo Description Section _=—T/R__—No. Heirs 
YAK~3462 SZNE}, N43SER 24 12/15 7 
-3463 sw2 24 n 7 
-971 Lots 10 and 11 18 
Lots 4 and 5 19 12/16 7 
-936 NESW, Lot 7 15 12/17 10 
~937 Lot 6 and SE+ 15 " 10 
-2683 SEAsyw2 17 " 7 
sviiswi, Lots 6, 7 and 8 16 
906 Lot 8, sw*sw 16 ™ 7 
-1951 Lot 10, Lot 11 1 12/18 6 
Nincdnw NW NW2 12 
-2337 NWASE, SEANE 8 " 6 
-3351 Nwiswe 17 i 8 
EANELSE} 18 
3627 NeAswe, sdswe i? " 8 
—934 FALot 11, Lot 10 7 " 8 
Es Lot 1 18 
—3395 WNE+ 25 " 10 
-2569 SE}SER 33 _ 9 
-3392 S4nvid 33 . 10 
~3393 NE} 33 " 10 
-985 N N+, swAswh 36 " 9 
-2433 Lots 5 and 7, NASERSWS 28 12/19 6 
-3040 Nwiswi, svwiswe 28 " 6 
—2428 EANE+SVi, WANEASWi, E4SEASW, 
WASERSWA 29 : 6 
“1774 Biswi, NwASWe 32 " 10 
~1950 NENEL, SEANER 33 . 8 
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6 to 10 Heirs 

















Al. No. Description Section No. Heirs 

YAK~2429 rol, sweNnEd 33 12/19 6 

-2459 kSEZ, NWRSEA 33 " 9 

~1949 Let swinw 34 " 6 

2389 NESE 17 9/14 9 
NW4sk}, NSSWESEA 4 10/17 

1604 oisdivEh 10 9/21 a 
SuNZ} 29 10/21 

—2734 NeANT? ) 9/21 7 
Si Nv 15 11/18 

-4,089 S 24 9/21 6 
Lot 26 9/22 

-492 Lot 1 4 10/17 10 
he 33 11/17 

2700 I.ot 5 10/18 6 
SoS. 4 32 11/18 

—3675 SANE 36 10/20 6 
N SSW2NE2 31 10/21 

-1751 pokes 20 10/21 7 
Nwasmd 20 10/20 

-2679 Neisw, SéSwiNE} 34 10/21 8 
Lot 4 1 9/21 

~3426 NSan2 36 11/14 4 
MWNkt and Lot 31 31 11/15 

VAN~66 NinE>, NELNwd 4 3/13 7 
catsit 33 4/13 

YAK-2381 han 29 7/16 6 
cys th 24 10/16 

2591 rhs 29 7/20 6 
SWAN} 22 11/18 

-2597 sr 4 21 9/14 6 


‘2 16 11/18 








Al. No. 


YAK—3098 


-4175 


-2790 


—2665 


-4501 


—3243 


-1307 
-1308 


-13104 


—2612 


-2551 


on 


A 
4 


le 


2. 


INDIAN 


Description 


NYE, EASWENWE 


Et, SESE+ 
q 


& 





*, NSS WR 
+, N4SE+SE2 


le 
o 


by 


enh 


ee 


rere 
a 
a 
Q 
~~) 


std 
mare 


wehsv2 


LAND TRANSACTIONS 


6 to 10 Heirs 


Section 


2 


21 


21 


20 
17 


T 


10/16 
9/14 


9/14 
10/16 


9/14 
11/19 


9/14 
0/19 


11/15 


11/14 


11/16 
11/17 


11/16 
9/15 
9/15 

11/16 


11/16 
11/18 


11/17 
11/18 


11/18 
9/14 


11/18 
10/17 


11/18 
6/19 


11/18 
9/15 


11/18 
11/16 


11/18 
11/17 


721 


No. Heirs 


7 


10 


10 
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Al, No. 


YAK-3381 


898 


INDIAN 


Description 


NEANEX 
EAnt'ist4 


Lots 9 and 10 
Lots7 and 8 
Lot 5 


LAND TRANSACTIONS 


6 to 10 Heirs 


Section 


T/R 


12/18 
11/18 


11/19 
12/19 
" 


No. Heirs 


8 


10 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 723 


ll to 20 Heirs 


1-5 "NWR, WANES 5 2/1 19 
—6 Naswe 13 " 13 
—24 ESSE? 5 . 19 

VAN-30 _ NER, SWENE 13 2/13 11 
43 SWANE2 25 " 13 
-8 NE# 2 2/14 11 
-194 NEANW#, NWANEX and Lots 2 and 3 14 " 11 
—166 N4NER 2 2/15 11 
-170 N3SE2 2 " 11 
-171 S3SEt 3 . nu 
~163 \W3SE4 3 ° 19 

TD~37 \ NER 27 " 12 

TD~50 Sit 17 2/19 15 
51 SE 18 " 15 

VAN—16 SWENVE 3 3/10 37 
5519 <EB 19 3/12 15 
832 WESSEX, wise} 35 4/10 12 
-303 NSSEX, SANEA 26 4/13 13 
-1523 WERSW2, SEANWE 26 " 11 
~28 NSNW 35 " 12 

siswi 26 
4,728 NE+ 9 4/14 15 
-21 SVASEL 18 en 11 


30451 O—358—_—48 
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ll to 20 Heirs 





Al, No, Description Section T No. Heirs 
VAN=20 ASW 20 4/4 17 
68 Lot 1; NEANWd 30 " 11 
WW -31 SER 7 4/23 16 
-27 sw 34 5/23 16 
YAK4521 Nwd 23 6/18 14 
1389 = NW 3 6/19 11 
-~3990 Lots 1 and 2 3 rt 16 
Lots l, 2, 3 and 4 9 
-4205 NWwd 23 7/13 16 
4543 NWA 25 " 18 
-4347  SEt 5 7/14 17 
4418 Lots 3, 4, 5 and EANWS 24 7/15 14 
=~500 Lots 1 and 2;, ESNEd 25 " 18 
“4442 Nvd 35 . 13 ! 
~1844 NEA 8 7/16 12 
“1845 swe 8 " 12 
“1846 SEt 8 " 13 
=2980 Nv 12 " 14 
“1479 NANER 20 " 16 
Siske 17 
—1287 SE} 19 . 1l 
-2379 sw 20 " 12 
“1445 Swe 24 . 17 
-2712 Nw 26 " 17 
-501 Nw 30 " 20 
1239 SE 8 7/17 15 
-1240 NE 8 " 15 


1238 swt 9 i" ul 


HI 


| 





INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 725 


ll to 20 Heirs 


Al. No. Description Section T No. Heirs 
YAK—1. 42 SER 12 7/17 15 
-1190 NE¢SW2, NWSW, SEASTA, Swkstd 22 : 17 
-400, sv} 23 " 17 
=1.34 sya 25 2 ll 
-1429 = =NVA 26 " 12 
~1226 NELSE}, SELNE 3 7/18 14 
-1257 NE 6 " 16 
2296 SE} 9 " 15 
-1227 = swh 15 7/19 15 
-1401 sy 20 " 13 
-1229 + NER 15 ’ 14 
-1230 SEt 15 : 15 
1337 SER 20 ° n 
-1388 s\ih 21 ¥ ll 
-1400 si 22 " 13 
-1399 SE} 21 " 13 
-1362 SE, 25 " 13 
-1363 NEA 25 ” 12 
1252 NzAsvd, NASEA, SEASTA, S\ASER 26 " 19 
-1405 NE2 28 " 15 
-1390 NAaNE2, Edn 29 " 11 
~1378 $WVASEX, SEANE} 30 " 17 
Nvasid, si tnv} 29 

-3987 ww 34 . 19 
1245 NESW, NUASEL, SEANWA, St:ANEA 36 _ 13 


1552 Nv?2 21 7/20 16 
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ll to 20 Heirs 


Al. No. ______Deseription ...._-—-_—_—Section _—sT/R____—No,._ Heirs 
YAK-3892 Nvd 2 7/20 16 
2889 NE? 11 " 11 
-2837 NER 13 # 11 
=2875 Nu 14 " 11 
—1349 Sv} 19 " 20 
2291 sv 22 " 20 
—3893 med 24 " u 
2884, svid 26 " 13 
-2835 Nw 26 m 13 
-1357 SE 30 . 13 
-1366 NER 30 " 13 
-4188 NE{NEA, NWANE2 and Lots 5 and 6 34 " 11 
Lot 3 35 
-2886 Nv 18 7/21 11 
-4282 = NV} 2 8/14 20 
4226 Lots 1 and 2 and Edm} 18 " 18 
-4179 Nvi2 32 n 11 
—3552 NEASEA & Lot 1 34 , 15 
NvASWA & Lot 4 35 

4221 S3SE}, Lots 11 & 12 5 8/15 14 
“L494 E’N';A, Lots 1 & 2 19 " 19 
-3093 S4NE2, Lots 1 & 2 1 8/16 19 
-1284 SE 7 . 11 
-1263 NER 36 " li 
020 Lots 3, 4 & 5, SEAN 18 8/17 11 


—3012 S3SER, S4svit 27 " 11 





INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 727 


ll to 20 Heirs 


Abe Now Description Section T No. Heirs 
YAK-121, 
~3¢ .0 swh 33 ' 19 
-3013 NA 34 . 11 
~1185 SEASE}, SVASE+ 12 8/18 15 
-1136 NWANE2#, SWANER 13 " 12 
~1266 NESW, SERN 6 8/19 11 
-1183 NEANWE, NWANED 7 " 12 
HO37h BONES 4 8/20 20 
Vani 3 
-2488 Swh 16 " 11 
4,228 VAntid 23 " lu 
“Asi v1 
~3341 SEAny} and Lot 3 1 8/21 18 
—3842 Lot 4 and SWAN 1 " 20 
—3843 SEANE# and Lot 1 2 " 19 
—3626 Lots 1 and 2 30 " 11 
1640 NELSEX, NV/+SER 2 8/22 11 
2:58  NEASW, Lot 6 6 " ll 
=277 NEASE#, SEASER 9 " 12 
-3171 NE 35 9/14 17 
-2601 S4NER 31 9/15 11 
-30°5 syi2 31 . 5 
1.21.6 E4Nv% and Lots 1 & 2 31 " 16 
=1307 sy 34 “: 12 
~13103 WP 34 9/15 12 
“4157. ‘NER 35 " u 
~2351 Lots 7,8, 9 and 10 5 9/16 20 
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11 to 20 Heirs 


41, No. = tee _Description —_s __ Section tT No, Heirs 
YAK-709 nw 15 9/16 20 
-711 SE+ 18 ” 20 
-2383 sw 22 . 12 
-1777 nw 29 : 12 
-1176 NW, SW2 26 9/19 18 
swsE+ 23 
3960 SE>SE+ 33 uy 
SWSW" 34, 
~1276 NASW 34, . wy 
-182), nw2 20 9/20 12 
~2373 WasE?, EaSWE 3, ¥ 20 
“1711 Lots 2 and 3 2 9/21 13 
-1608 Nasi 5 rs 16 
-326 NENE2, N&SE2NES 10 . 16 
SASERSE2 3 
-380 NESW, SE2NW2 ll 7 ll 
-327 ) SESE: aSWe, Nansswisw;, NSSE{SWwe, 
ELSWISES SA 
12 : 16 
-330 ) SASERNWZSE}, SWZSEZ, WSNWSEZ, 
NEGNWASEZ, NSSE4 NWISE4 
-3745 Nasw> 17 . 12 
“1,091, Lot and SEANWS, BSSWi 19 . 11 
-3775 NEZNE* 22 12 
j -2902 NE2NE;, NWwAnE? ay . 12 
-2835 SEANE, SWINEZ 25 . 11 
-3760 WANE 28 - 12 
-3766 SEASET 28 . 12 
j NEQNEg 33 
. 3765 Ww a 3 n 13 
‘ 3965 sdawt, wwnwd, swiNE? 35 7 15 


| -2923 NEGNEZ, NW3NE4 36 . 15 


f 





INDIAN LAND 


TRANSACTIONS 


ll to 20 Heirs 


729 


Al. No. Description Section T/R No. Heirs 
YAK-345 Lot 1, SWANE, 28 9/22 12 
(NE?) 
3794 NSSWE 28 " 13 
462 swh 17 10/14 12 
ah82 ou 2 10/15 15 
-1483 SE# 2 “ 15 
-2405 Nw} 27 " 18 
~4L" Lot 4 2 10/16 17 
Lot 1 
-3447 Es Lot 4, SAWA Lot 4 4 ' 18 
SESE} 6 
NEANE+ 7 
-42 NANWENE?, NEANWE pat " 11 
cSNWENER 10 
=4/ SWENEA, SEANWA 10 " lu 
36 N3NER 7 " 17 
60 SAnEsSWi, SEASWA, SA4SWASE2 11 " 14 
ait canEh 12 " 15 
Lid N4SER 12 . 15 
6 SWiSER 12 " 14 
NWENEL 13 
bi, NWSE, SWANEL 13 ™ 15 
~9 ssw 13 " 12 
-3628  NASWE 14 : 19 
-460 NEANE# 26 " 12 
Nwinw2 25 
-3644  WANEL, EANWE 29 + 12 
~793 SwAnwe 1 10/17 13 
SEANE} 2 
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ll to 20 Heirs 


Al. No, Description a Section i) No, Heirs 
YAK~125 Lot 4 1 10/17 11 
Lot 1 2 





-91 Ww3Swe 4 . 14 

-53 w3SER 6 " a9 

—54, EAswe é " 17 

-1084 All but the NEANE? of NELSEA, and 6 " 16 
ELSER 





-489 NEANW2, SEANWd g " 13 
~94, SANERSi2, SELSL, SAST/ASE “ a 14 
-153 EiNE2, SELNEX 1 " 14 
—154 Nv2nwi, SWwANY 12 " 14 
~163 SESyi4, SWASER 12 " 17 
—164 NESE, SELSEA 12 " 15 
402 NVASEA, SV4ANER 12 " 18 
-181 ts\2, SVEN 14 " 13 





-107 1¢ . 18 
2l 
t 
-1 SER 1? . " 
-10¢ E 17 n 16 





. -176 ERSEL 20 . 12 
; -2600  svwiswi 21 " 11 
=2334 EANE+, SWANE 22 . 20 
-2335 ELSE}, SESE 22 . 20 





Al. No. onl Description Section T/R No. Heirs 
YAK-3/.93 Cul} (3h 24 10/17 12 
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11 _to 20 Heirs 


-3103 NanEd 29 ° ll 
-2098 Neesvit, SESW 1 10/18 19 
—2296 © JEW 1 " 15 
2352 smzuvd, swanwe 2 " 15 
—165 Lot 3 and Lot 4 7 " 17 


-40/ ceed, Lot 2 7 " 16 


=~3636 Vi NVANE2 a " 16 
5) tylarp] eplwar 5 
—2349 Sve Bits SE#NE+ 9 " 12 


=2289 NU}, SEANWE 10 " 13 ) 
-1947 SS2NER, SWANEA 12 " 19 | 
1948 NEASEX, NWASER 12 " 19 
—52! NVidSEL, SVASER 14 . 14 | 
2455 ribsak, NWESER 15 " 2 
-2766 NEiNWE, SEANW2 16 " 16 
673 NWESEL, SWENED 17 . 18 
Live, SEANWA 19 " 13 


pepe ercimnere me 


=314 NWANER, SWENER 19 " 11 


3528 = SAS SR 19 " 17 
-1'/" Ni#IEL, SEANED 22 " 18 


" 17 
-179 NiEL, SWASED 22 " 18 
-560 !stSEt, SEASER 22 " 11 


149 Nowe, SEANVA 24 " 13 


-190 ¢ anh 24 " 14 
wit. 25 


25 " 14 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 
i1 to 20 Heirs 


Al. Ne. _______—sCDDescription _ ss Section T/R N 


YAK=1L* 3 WEASEL, SEANE} 25 10/18 14 





o 
. 
= 
oO 
}- 
“4 
a 


1054 NEANE2, NvENEA 26 " 13 


-1°80 NSSERSI S4SEiswi, S4siiswi, 3 10/19 13 
N4swisi 
—872 ot /, SWENW2 5 " 12 


27 54, SELNW2, SvENER uu " 11 


=2':99 SELSEL, SWASE} 15 e 19 


—2/61 SELSEX, SiASEL 17 " 17 
-20:63 SANE 26 " 20 
—3. 33 \EASW2, Lot 3 30 " 14 


=> 
1624, ELSE, SELNE? 3 10/20 20 


11 


} 
= 
ov 
Ww 


13 


I 
2 
O 
c 
es 
wo 
iT 
on 
re 
y 
Gy 
me 
wn 


14 


1336 Na&SldNd, SdSEANT2 18 " 11 
—1294 NSSTANEX, SSSEANE? 19 " 12 


q 


=-1290 NEA 


re 


, SESWA 20 " a 


ne a 


li 
i 
i 
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ll to 20 Heirs 


Al. No, __=_==___—siDescription = Section _—T/R__—No. Heirs 
YAK=31 NESNWS, SEANWA 23 10/20 18 
=237 Neds ‘A, SEASTA 28 " 16 
236 NVdSvA, Swasve 28 " 15 
-87 > NEsSD4, NWASED 25 . 12 
-877 NESSYASEX, SASEASEX, S4$S./4SE} 25 7 12 
N43S"7).SEA, 
-1799 EANe2, SwWANEX 28 " 11 
-1298 NEAN’ 2, SERNA 29 " 11 
=1500 NEANY, SEANED 30 " 13 
-3671 Lot 4 and nyasw 33 " 11 
~910 NEBN JA, NWANED 35 : 20 
-735 Lot 7 (9) NE#) And Lot 2 (NANE2) 17 10/21 11 
Lot 4 SWsSE#),‘ 2 
#7 2 NEAN A, NWANER 18 " 13 
721 SENS, SWANES 18 " ll 
-296 eae SSSEANWA, S$ Lot 2 “ : ‘a 
=750 ae = ” 3 
73 NERC 2 " 11 
3 Ste s 
“1011 SEANVA, Swenwe 29 ? 17 
-1012—b Tha’ portion N & E— of the N.P.RR. of . : os 
NWA: vid “9 “ 
2321 SEM id, SWENA 32 " 13 
~ 52 NEISTR, SERSED 33 : un 
-" 38 Sh ANE, SERNA, N3SWANE? 34 4 ll 
= 57 NE} 34 : = 


vid 
SE} SR 
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ll to 20 Heirs 


Al. No. Description Section T/R No. Heirs 








YAK-371 NESWE, Lot 2 36 10/21 12 
-1128 NEANE?, NWINE}, SEANES, SWANEd 13 11/15 13 
-429 NWiSW2, SWASWE 25 " 15 
NELSEL, SESE 30 
~989 sinw2, N3Swe 34 " 20 
~990 S3NE2?, N3SEL 34 " 13 
-412 NEZNE 23 11/16 11 
N3NWANW2 24 
siswiswt 13 
21 NwEnw2 27 " 13 
swiswe 22 #1 Life Use 1/2 of 1/5 
427 NEASW2, SENW2 29 " 15 
-431 NELSEX, NWESE2 29 " 17 
440 32 » 15 
29 
oii 39 " 6 
441 33 1 
~,36 29 " 14, 
32 
“987 32 20 
-381 SASEANY2, 
33 " 14 
382 33 . 1 
34 "W 
-4321 SE} 9 " 14 
—3226 ESNE? 10 " 12 
i -3227 W4NE2 10 " 12 
1491 SELSWi, | SWESE# 11 " 15 
-3222 SANE} 11 " 13 
~67 wsswi 14 ° 4) 


<r 
‘sa cae 


a 


—— 


I 
| 
} 
| 
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1l_to 20 Heirs 


Al. No. Description 


YAK 


~68 
9 
—2221 
~2704 
~12 
-14 
~ll 
422 


-420 


Esswh 
WSSE2 
SEANWi, SWANE2 
SWASER 
ESSW 
E4SER 


rrr 
} > 
The 


Pre pe 











a 4 ” 
2, NWENW2, Ndsw2nw 
~ ] S| wtleple L el op] 
SASELSE}, N&SEASEX, S3SWiSE2, 
NisvisE2 
N50 WZ0LE 
m™ ato ler] 
NESE, NWSE 
— 
» NeNnweSWe 
SPANE FASR4 
ObSNbe, NEZORZ 


Section 
14 


14 
15 
17 


He 
W DO 


WA 


ePy 


) 


AD 


WwW 
») 


735 


No. Heirs 


14 


ro) 
Ww 


iS 
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11 to 20 Heirs 





Al, No. Description Section T/R _No. Heirs 
YAK-73 NEANWA, NANWENW2, sdswiswd 28 11/17 18 


























=: i. - : 
-116 E4SER 15 
NEANES 2 
VEENke 
117 L 33 " é 
aS i 33 1é 
+ 28 
~1785 NWANE2, SWANE+ 36 " 15 
55 Er, OWANEt Li 
) 1 
78 NE+S N Ss " 7 
-1784 VEESWE, +SE+ Le 
agri le 7] 
- — « ~-+/  & 
2578 1 c " } 
—2578 t 5 LL 
} > 
> 28 
“ Nn y ' aA 
-—2509 " 
an aro lara] " 17 
me /il Vit a } 
Fisw 
SES ie 4 
nai c ; 7 
2922 t c " 
=<. YL - . - ~~ 
a T " - 
=-2576 Lot c LS 
epmlanrh . 
—v lL +4 
1077 cpler slop] A " ~ 
racT. VW.C 
WLYi4 obToLe, oWRoLs 12 
a nN c " 4 
-2609 } l 
nr Lé 
. ¢ ov-l an) 1 " 
-194C » SEA 4 
ap) an ar " f 
“L941 . E01 4 
O77 aT 5+ / 3 " 17 
i Y 9 WwW “ V L 
2 , - ; 
£ + 2 
m4 s,s! a i dud 
-1499 t 1 srANEd 11/19 : 
’ i 9 LENE 
: 
; cin ewlany 9 ' 
1. j *, OheNwe ] 
—-9984 SI Sv2s - 


ne 
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11 to 20 Heirs 
Al. No, Des Section T No. Heirs 
YAK~976 WANE 20 12/16 4 
Lot 7 17 
-974 EsNWd 20 " 12 
Lot 6 17 
-903 NEASEA, WA Lot 5, Lots 6&7 16 12/17 11* 
*Partitioned: 


Heirs of Chamesapum, Dec, 7 
Heirs of Soctillo, Dec, 4 


—3926  EANEX, SERNWA, SWANE 23 12/17 15 
526 NWASER, SWASER 33 " 15 
-938 ‘ig Lot 9 4 12/18 17 
WSNE+NE2, NWENER 9 
-939 NEANWd 9 " 14 
Lots 10& 1 4 
-3074 Lot 2, SWANWS 9 . 16 
—3646 WASE2 9 " 11 
WANEL 16 
3354 wanw2 16 " 2 
4320 EASE, SEANES, SWiSE 17 " 11 
~986 NEiSwt, SEASWH 36 " 13 
1862 SEASEL, SWASEA 19 12/19 14 
-1507 EANESSE}, WANEASE, EASEASER, 
W&SERSER 30 x 13 
~931 NENW, SEANWS 31 " 12 
-1790 SESE, SWASEL 32 16 
~1188 NEZNER, NWANEL 32 " 15 
Slusecum NELSEA 4 13/17 17 


Hmstd (Cowicke) 


H 
| 
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ll to 20 Heirs 


No. Description Section T/R No. Heirs 
VAN-0544 SESE} 12 4/13 11 
Lot 4 7 4/14 
(4,330 WANE 16 7/21 11 
EXSEL 11 7/20 
-1187 NESE} 12 8/18 16 
Lot 3 7 8/19 
-3917 Lots 3 and 4 1 8/20 14 
SWASER 24 11/16 
-~2782 SWE 3wh 10 8/22 14 
SWSE 10 11/18 
=2359 Sanwiswe, NSNWASW2 9 9/11 14 
N4NWESEA, SSSWANEL 3 10/16 
-3709  NASELSED 5 9/21 11 
Lot 6 19 9/22 
—372 Nd Lot 4 1 9/21 12 
ssnwiswe 36 10/21 
swisw2 36 10/21 
—2857 NwWAsSE2 27 9/21 16 
NSswe 2 7/21 
2358 § SSNWANE+, NSSWANED 3 10/26 u 
SWwinvd 9 11/18 
-988 Lot 1 NE} 5 10/16 13 
Lot 4 NWe 4 . 
E4SELSE2 32 11/16 
SwiSwe 33 " 
-461 SESE 11 10/16 11 
S4SE+ Sg 10/15 
-401 NANSS3SER nwd,Lot 2, NASEANWE 19 10/17 18 
SkSEiNE 24 10/16 
-343 NSNwenwd 15 10/17 19 
NinEENEz 16 i 
WaSE2 1 8/15 
~667 NB Lot 4 4 10/17 ne 
SaNw2Swe, N&swiswe, sdswiswd 33 11/17 
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ll to 20 Heirs 


No, Description Section T/R No. Heirs 

K-22 ESSEANE} 28 11/16 11 
WaNELNWd 27 " 
S$SE} 4 10/15 

1308 NEASE, SEASE+, SWASEL 33 9/15 2 
NSswiswe 13 11/16 

-2783 NWSE 10 11/18 11 
Nweswd 10 8/22 

—2544 NE#SE} 19 11/18 11 


swisEt 21 11/17 
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Oo 
wwe 


10} 
be a 
-1823 
— os 
—1125 


b 
Wa\n 


I 
§ 
oO-~l wo 


lee 
-l 
2874 


21 to 40 Heirs 


Description 
m4NEP 
N3SEA, SWASER 
SE+ 


NSNE#; Lots 1 and 2 


Lots 1 and 2; SESNE#, 


SE} 


+] 
> 


re 


peer re 


raaNER, NWANEX, SWENES 


ANTI 
NWS 


"* 


“” 


ah 


SWANE# 


39 


nD» 
OR 


28 
21 


25 


23 


r 


2 
26 
22 


22 


23 
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1, No 
YAK-2870 
-2882 


~710 


~1158 
-1156 
-1610 


342 
614 
~2318 


-339 
—338 
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21 to Heirs 


Description 
NE 
NEt 
NW 
Sanwh, Lots 3 & 4 
swd 
swe 
SE 
Lots 3 and 4; Easwi 
SE} 
Ss 
sw 
SER 
NE 
Lot 6, SWANEd 
NER 
NEANWE, NWANW, SEANWE, SWANWE 


wisn 


me SWaNWwe 


NEANE#, SEANES 
NEANWA, SERNWE 


SWASE4 
NWENE 


NELSEA, SEASE? 


SSSELSWE 
NWSW, SANEZSWS 


NANER 

NEASWE, SESW 
Lots 1 and 2 
Lot 1 


Section 
22 
27 
27 

1 
28 
30 
30 
31 
22 
32 
32 
33 
33 
21 
17 
27 


6 
5 


16 
17 


23 
24 
6 
7 
a3 


2 
13 


14 
18 
20 
29 


No, Heirs 
23 
22 
21 
23 
2l 
32 
34 
33 
39 
21 
22 


21 


37 
24 
26 


30 


28 
24 
22 


26 
26 


26 
28 
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21 to 40 Heirs 


L. No. Description Section T - No, Heirs 
“AK=384 NEASWR, NRSWA 1 10/16 40 
-385 SE’ sw, swAsw 1 " 26 
-36 SEAN“, Noss 2 " 21 
~670 S4 Lots 1 and 2, SE4NE 5 " 27 
-2631 NEANWA, NVCNWA, NvANEA 26 " 34, 
-145 NWwaSw, swastid 1 10/17 37 
-146 NEASW2, SEiS\i 1 " 33 
3104 SE+sSWi, Sw+sti} 2 " 22 
-2083 NW2S\/2 3 . 35 
NEASE 4 
84 EAS\2SE1, NASSE* SER 5 
NWANE} 8 " 24 
-83 NaNWd 8 " 26 
167 NEANE#, SEANEP 10 " 21 
-2180 NEASW+, NWESE 10 " 23 
-168 NW2NE?, SWANE# 11 : 34 
-183 NWSE?}, SVWANE? 14 : 25 
-111 SEANE}, SSNERNEA, NANELSE 16 n 25 
-113 WASE+ 16 " 36 
—114 Essvi2 16 " 22 
-115 SW.NE}, SEANWA 16 " 22 
~485 VANE} 17 " 36 
-2273 NEtSV2, SEAS 24 " 30 
-98 SW2SE2, S4NWiSE? 19 
NANWLNE} 30 " 26 
2722 Lot 1,SE}NE+ 4 10/18 25 
-558 WSNER, SANWANER, SWANED 18 ® 36 
-1794 SESE} 24 


NEANE? 25 ” 25 








| 


; 
Hi 
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21 to 40 Heirs 
Section 


Description 


S&SEANE 


SEANE}, SViANE? 
Nwiswi, swisw 
SEANW2, SWANY2 
NEAVEX, N.ANEA 


S4SERNE?, meet 
S4SWiNEX, N4&SW2NED 


NENE?, NWANER 
SE+SE}, SViLSE+ 

NASW}, SESW, swisw2 
NEASE+, SESE} 
SASEANEX, SEMW}, Sdsi/ANEL 
NE+SE+, NWASEP 

NEASE2, NASER 

NWANWR, SWNT 

SEAN, SUBE? 

NWSE? 

SEANW}, Sw2Nt} 

NESE}, Nise? 

SEANI1, SwANE} 


Lot 1 
Lot 2 


NEASv'2 
Swi 
S4SEANE}, NE?SEX, EASEASER 


NWANV/2 
EANE}NE2 


pg NSNEASEX, NSSEANEA 


12 
12 


12 


13 
16 


a | 


12 
12 
13 
14 
16 


22 


on 


29 
35 
15 


28 
29 


No, Heirs 


25 
24 
26 
22 


24 


23 
25 
32 
25 
39 
39 
32 
22 
32 
37 


22 


22 
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21 to 40 Heirs 


L_Noe Description = Section __—-T/R__No. Heirs 
AK--437 S$SWESWE 28 11/16 27 
E2SE/,SER 29 
NV ANWR 33 
299 NSSWANEL, NSSERNWE 33 " 26 
= 42 w2swe 36 ° 26 
3/,56 Lots 1 and 2 £ 11/17 32 
-3329 © WASER 18 ° 26 
—535 Lot 2, SEANW2 19 " 30 
Suh  NDANES al . 21 
-128 SE:NW, NESW 27 . 33 
~715 SE+SWi, SWASE} 27 . 34 
“72 Nz+SW+, SE+SWd 28 " 27 
~) 24 waswe 36 7 37 
2353 NWhS™ 4 11/18 33 
NE UNV 18 
942 SE}SE+, SWASEA 24 " 21 
-21,68  SEANE}, SVANED 26 " 37 
4 neasvt, SEASWE 6 11/19 28 
“1545 Sieisey’ NANVASER, SANEASEA, . 5 ss 
#12 NPisw4, nwaswd 16 . 25 
65 NEssTA, SESE 20 ” 25 
AQ NWANE+, SWANE2 29 11/20 22 
18 ELNE}NE}, WANERNEL, EASEANEX, WASEANEX 33 " 23 
13 Lot § 17 12/16 36 
VAN 20 
-978 SER 20 4 32 
509 Lots 11 &12 — 3 12/18 27 








| 
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Al. No. 
YAK=2554 
899 


VAN-67 
—1233 
2527 


~992 


638 


-2530 


INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


21 to 40 Heirs 


Description 
swisw2 


Shs} 


SELSE} 
Lot 4; E&swt 


Lot 4 
SESW} 


SEASE}, SWASE# 
SE#SE+ 


SENE} 
SVASEL 


& 


N4SW2NE+ 
NEE et 1, NRE Lot 2 
EASWASE+, WSSERSE4 


Lots 1 and 2 


NWANE2 
nwastid 


T/R 
12/18 
12/19 


i 


7/18 
8/18 


8/16 
11/18 


10/15 
11/15 


10/20 


10/16 
11/16 


11/18 
11/17 


No, Heirs 


24 
39 


26 


22 


37 


34 


22 
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Over 40 Heirs 


Al. No. ss CDescription Section __—=—T/R___—No,,_ Heirs 
VAN=408 (2420) NER 18 4/11 45 
Ww—-30 NE2 10 4/23 41 
YAK-2897 swh 8 7/21 48 
-3132 Swit 9 9/4 43 
-1277 SEANW2, SWENEX 34 9/19 42 
-1596 NSES Lot 3, EA Lot 2, NWA Lot 2, 
Lot 1 5 10/17 47 
-132 SAnwe 20 . 50 
-1510 SEASWE, swistd 1 10/19 57 
263 Sevier’ FANNER, WASWANER, 
ESSWANEP 17 10/20 53 
-726 NERSE}, NWASEL 18 10/21 41 
-1013 NESSE?}, SEANE? 30 " 55 
-376 Lots 3 and 4, SWASEA 36 " 47 
-2220 NEiSW, NWASED 15 11/16 43 
~512 NEANE#, NWANE 18 ° 43 
446 SE = 34 " 46 
swAsy 35 
-122 NEASE, SEASE} 35 11/17 Al 
~902 NEANE}, SEANEX 3 11/19 40 


~957 NE# 23 12/16 63 











IX. SACRAMENTO AREA OFFICE 


1. CALIFORNIA AGENCY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Bureau or Inprtan AFFAIRS, 
Sacramento, Calif., July 3, 1958. 
Hon. JAmMes E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: There is transmitted herewith our com- 
pleted questionnaire concerning disposition and acquisition of Indian 
land within the jurisdiction of the California Agency, Sacramento, 
Calif., covering the last 10-year period. 

As you are probably aware, the delay in submitting this report 
is due to the fact that the request for this report was received only 
within the last 2 weeks. 

Sincerely yours, 
M. H. Eppy, Acting Area Director. 


CALIFORNIA 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
INpIAN LANDs IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


1. As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 


Round Valley Reservation : Acres 
(¢) I tribal oWnersiip dels 1, 10612 oiicw 2 oo tae 4, 188. 43 
(d) In teust ownership July 1, 1061 .s.ccccccsacastisscsccinds 14, 479. 76 
(0)  BCRRIOG DY SOO STING IN 10C~ ck cgiincntagencapomaienen None 
Fort Independence Reservation : 
Ca) 2 Cereen Gertie Care ft, Feel - en ean 188 
(>) In rust ownerehip July I, 1067 6 oo cnn skn enc nncke 132 
(e} #Acmuires Or the 67106 In 166 in os cacactiin cee eine None 
Other rancherias (66 in all) : 
(@) Im teibal ownersoin gay J. 26 nn no en cc cern, 77, 277. 63 
(0) In Crease OWherEnID duly 8, Ive... oon ccawsenwntens None 
(oc) emiated By CRO tEIbG Tit BeGie woos ran aac ek. None 
Public domain : 
(ea) Ip thibel ownership July: 1, 19473 xninncinscewsndsnmen deca None 
(0) Im trust ownereein July 2. 1067... enecanannccnnucu _ 125, 109. 84 
(6) Berea Uy CBO trio’ Tt 100... osc wk oka sane None 


749 








750 


INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 


2. Acres of trust or restricted land in individual ownership as of 
July 1, 1947: 


(a) Reservation 


(db) 


Public domain 


Acres 
14, 611. 76 
125, 109. 84 


3. Transactions consummated transferring trust lands to unre- 


| Reser- | Public 


vation 


Fiscal year 


43 

67 

1 131 
304 

102 

117 


domain | 


stricted fee title status by fiscal years: 


Total Fiscal year Reser- 

vation 

43 1954 9 

67 1955 44 

132 1956 70 
304 1957 21 
102 isi 

117 Total, June 30, 1957 145 


4. Acres removed from Bureau jurisdiction by fiscal year : 


(948__ 
1949_ 


1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 


Public 
domain 


Reser- 
vation 


Fiscal year 


. 24 
f .17 
1.00) 17, 138.74 
3.13 
5. 76 
5. 63 


Total Fiscal year Reser- 
vation 

5, 638. 24|| 1954 65. 38 

7, 794.17); 1955 1, 667. 27 

17, 139.7 1956_. 2, 194. 56 
40, 293.13} 1957 757. 80 


13, 685. 76 


13, 566. 63 


Total, June 30, 1957 


4, 686. 01/105, 100. 13 109. 786 


Public Total 
domain 
40 49 
30 74 
6 76 
4 25 
S44 989 
Public Total 
domain 
3,481.51; 3, 546. 89 
2,666.95 4, 334. 22 
400.00! 2, 504. 56 
435.00 1, 192. 80 


~ 


5. Number of transactions transferring trust lands to unrestricted 
fee-title status by type of transaction : 


1948 
1949 
1950 


1951. 


1952 
1953 
1954 
1955 
1956 
1957 


Fiscal year 


Fee patent 


9 
32 
16 
19 


Total, June 30, 1957 


Reservation 


Sale to fee 


12 
54 


69 


Public domain 


Orders 
removing 
restrictions 


Fee patent 


12 
31 
43 


19 


tot 


Sale to fee 


Orders 
removing 
restrictions 


31 
33 3 
87 1 
270 
99 
96 
32 
14 


i) 


667 
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6. Acres removed from Bureau jurisdiction by fiscal year and type 
of transaction : 














Reservation Public domain 
Fiscal year | | 
Orders | | Orders 
Fee patent | Sale to fee | removing | Fee patent | Sale to fee | removing 

restrictions | | restrictions 
sess seers scien ancarill es fine 
te. be ssdée cha dh ib5clacs oteabdn debs (ease. ocae 123. 90 | Pt 
1949__- wakee 5 Rinivtudaapie 3, 782. 65 3, 831. 52 | 180. 00 
1950__- oon kaa on dace Di sdecin dees 5, 594. 08 11, 444. 47 | 100. 19 
1951....- sa senesin ap whetpasiammnewebmeial coma 3, 656. 02 36, 637. 11 | Letsnpapeek be 
1952 dat auehe cess ee toe 400.00 | 13, 285.76 |_..-..-.-._- 
1953__- cacy ° bie Ebiiteim cen bettas ab unbe ees $ds4~dgnhene« 2,261.45 | 11, 137. 21 167. 97 
1954 ; = 5 See enue 835.25 | 2,646.26 |....-.---.-- 
ee 53. , : 1, 082. 14 RR: Sil a cacemanks 1,320.70 | 1, 346. 25 |......-.---- 
1956... -- : 530. 52 5 Ge. Gila inerdasens 80. 00 | SAG Unccbdhdncses 
1957 , . 588. 34 nah anna 320. 00 | 80. 00 35. 00 
Total 2, 266. 38 2, 419. 63 |....-- 19, 764. 49 84, 852. 48 | 483. 16 


7 through 10. The transaction that was consummated to transfer 
lands from fee title to trust status since July 1, 1947, is as follows: 

Number of transactions: 1. 

Tribe: Auburn Rancheria. 

Acres : 20. 

Acquired by purchase: Deed to United States in trust for Indians 
of Auburn Rancheria. Approved in 1952. 

11. See the following: 


Acres in tribal ownership as of Dec. 31, 1957__---__-__-- canna 89, 557. 06 
Acres held in trust by the United States_..___.__________-_---____- 117, 855. 42 
Agres acquired by tribe in £60.03 4-45 n~ ete hed sh Saeed None 


12. Acres of trust lands in individual Indian ownership on De- 
cember 31, 1957: 


OO aikisic i tap cnendnceunwade ate ansehen aie imeee 8, 618. 65 
pele Comhee cee he eee seid: hs aeiiomatesmaneae 19, 679, 71 
DORA i itikccntenhidiiwichiiunton dpe eter. Beas 28, 298. 36 


13. Special acts of Congress which have affected the acquisition 
and disposal of Indian lands since July 1, 1947, are listed as follows: 

(a) Act of March 3, 1925 (43 Stat. 1101-1102) and Public Law 253, 
82d Congress (65 Stat. 252), dated November 1, 1951, authorized pur- 
chase of 20 acres to be added to Auburn Rancheria. 

Act of March 29, 1956 (70 Stat. 58), as amended by the act of July 20, 
1956 (70 Stat. 595), authorized the sale of 99.46 acres to the county of 
Lake for the purpose of establishing an airport and the issuance of 
a fee patent covering a 41-acre tract to Harry Johnson. 

Act of July 10, 1957 (71 Stat. 283), authorized sale of portion of 
Colusa Rancheria to the Secretary of Army. 

(6) In general, land that has Lois offered for sale by Round Valley 
tribal members and Indians on the public domain is in heirship status 
or is owned by nonresidents or have no use for it. Many Indians have 
fee patented their lands because they wanted to have full jurisdiction 
over them and many Indians on the reservations and the public domain 
own fee-title property. This includes many tracts that have been 
retained in fee-patent status for many years. 
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(e) The Covalo Indian Community Council (Round Valley Reser- 
vation) purchased 12 tracts containing 240 acres from members wish- 
ing to sell since July 1, 1947. At the present time, the tribal council 
has no funds to purchase lands. There is some tribal activity in leas- 
ing of tribal lands to various individuals. All purchases made by 
the tribe have been supported by approved resolutions. 

14. Comments concerning heirship or multiple-ownership problems 
are as follows: 

(a) The Covelo Indian Community has acquired undivided inter- 
ests in some of the allotted lands on the Round Valley Reservation 
through escheatment because the examiner of inheritance could find no 
heirs to an estate owning such interests and at his recommendation the 
escheatments followed. 

(6) There are some non-Indian heirs to allotments on the Round 
Valley Reservation and on the public domain. This representation is 
only in the minority. 

(c) Only the Round Valley Reservation under the jurisdiction of 
the California Agency adopted the Indian Reorganization Act. The 
natural parents signed for the minors’ interests and a small number of 
sales were made under secretarial authority whereby orphan minors’ 
interests were disposed. In such cases, however, their interests were 
very small and the adult heirs had requested sale. 

(qd) Agreement among heirs concerning use of reservation and 
public-domain lands is most difficult to obtain, in most cases. In gen- 
eral, the owners of the public-domain lands and in even some of the 
Round Valley Reservation allotments are widely scattered and in many 
cases are unknown to one another. The lowest common denominator 
used in calculating the fractional interests in some of the allotted lands 
is in the millions. Majority of the lands are in complex ownership, 
with the heirs being scattered all over the United States as well as 
other countries. 

(e) Considerable use of the secretarial authority to sell land has 
been made both on the reservation and public-domain allotments. 
However, the lands were not sold except upon the written request of 
heirs representing the majority of ownership interests. Where feasi- 
ble, guardians were duly appointed by State courts to act on behalf 
of minors and incompetents. There has been no opportunity to 
encourage tribal purchase of such lands because of a lack of justifica- 
tion for such purchases. 


PART II-—CALIFORNIA 


Comments on status of key tracts. 

1. There were no lands sold that may be considered key tracts or 
alleged to have been key tracts. The purchase of land by the Covelo 
Indian Community (Round Valley Reservation) is purely to increase 
their real-estate holdings. 

2 through 6. No claims of certain properties being key tracts is 
known. 

PART ITI—CALIFORNIA 


Comments on tribal responsibility for real-estate activities. 

1 through 8. Covelo Indian Community Council (Round Valley 
Reservation) has not officially assumed responsibility for real-estate 
activities. 
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2. HOOPA AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or INpIAN AFFAIRS, 
Hoopa, Calif., June 17, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator Murray: Forwarded herewith direct to you at the 
request of Mr. Leonard M. Hill, director, Sacramento area office, 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, is our completed questionnaire concerning 
disposition and acquisition of Indian lands of the Hoopa Indian Res- 
ervation, Calif., in the last 10 years. 

We hope that the data submitted will prove useful to you and to the 
committee in consideration of legislation affecting the Hoopa Reserva- 
tion and the Indian people of this area. 

Very truly yours, 
Ditton A. LoNGENBAUGH, 
Acting Supervisory Field Representative. 


HOOPA 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
Inp1AN LAnps IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


1. (a) In tribal ownership, July 1, 1947: 84,448 acres. 

(6) In trust ownership, July 1, 1947: 87,325 acres. 

(c) None acquired by the tribe in fee. 

2. Acres of trust land in individual ownership as of July 1, 1947: 
2,905.285 acres. 

3. Transactions consummated transferring trust lands to unre- 
stricted fee title status by fiscal years: 


Peewee esos ee POM |) Beee ws. 2 d5. Se 20 
EGO tecccwtivebs. iG Lach aia cciltednie Pe Pe baad ots see 23 
Pe ihncntncrnonine Oe ee ee are 2 
cist iticcgs sedate > OT NE in icine cesta 10 
4. Acres removed from Bureau jurisdiction by fiscal years: 
itch ais hac aie 0 BOOB des ee 0 esteeceiea .- 182.32 
ae a LS. SE ae BME is na ast een as 245. 65 
BO ixki acd. = Sars 11004... Sas OO 
Teena Kanes —tin Be: 00 | 2000. nwt etn cs 76. 86 
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Total to June 30, 1957, or end of fiscal year 1957: 728.94 acres. 

5. Number of transactions transferring trust lands to unrestricted 
fee title status by type of transaction: 
i | 








Fee patent Sale to | Takings Fee patent Sale to Takings 

Year to Indian fee title for public Year to Indian fee title for public 

owner status purposes owner status purposes 
ein ~n0 o| oi. ‘asada ee 8 2 1 
Se daa ~2s 3 @ BN ea Wee ks a 2 Oi hcs0s-4hse553 
) ae 8 Be cei ee a a ie, 5 D1. detested 
Diicessesex- 23 P tgeeoaseeaen WOO sagt coed. 16 Oe cassis 
cei. $ORR xn. oriddu 15 BB itcaienamaerty 


IONS ...3 58 eh 0 0 





6. Acres removed from Bureau jurisdiction, by fiscal year and type 
of transaction : 











Fee patent} Sale to Takings Fee patent Sale to Takings 
Year to Indian fee title for public Year to Indian fee title for public 
owner status purposes | owner status purposes 
1948....._...| o | o | 1953...- 44.00 12, 30. 85 
1949..____ 12. 00 | a A | 1954._.__- 8.00 OQ Lecsihetiog 
it~ ~ 41.44 4.01 |-r- | 1955.... 34. 00 8 ee ae 
1951...- 152. 66 | 0 | 1956 94, 32 38. 00 
3083.2 3224-: t em 0 1) 1967.....- 160. 38 BBS bacncuee~ dens 
! 








7 through 10. No tribal or individual transactions have been con- 
summated to transfer lands from fee title to trust status on the Hoopa 
Reservation since 1947. The tribe has purchased no land in fee-title 
status. 

11. Acres in tribal ownership as of December 31, 1957: 84,610.53 
acres. 

Acres held in trust by the United States : 86,621.67 acres. 

Acres acquired by the tribe in fee: None. 

12. Acres of trust lands in individual Indian ownership on De- 
cember 31, 1957 : 2,073.275 acres. 

Fee patented July 1 to December 31, 1957 : 106.07. 

13. Public Law 389 passed by the 82d Congress enabled the State 
of California to acquire 30.85 acres of the Hoopa administrative 
reserve as the site of the new Klamath-Trinity Unified School build- 
ings where all grade and high-school children of this area attend. 

In general, land that has been offered for sale by Hoopa tribal 
members is in heirship status or is owned by tribal members who are 
nonresident or have no use for it. Many Indians have fee patented 
their lots because they wished to have full jurisdiction over them. 
Many Hoopa Indians own fee-title property. This includes many 
tracts that have been retained in fee-patent status for many years. 

The Hoopa Tribal Council has purchased 23 tracts of allotted land 
containing 162.53 acres from members wishing to sell. A recent 
proposal to purchase a 4-acre tract that provides access to the tribal 
recreational and ceremonial grounds has been approved by the tribal 
council but in general the council and tribal members apparently do 
not favor tribal purchase of Hoopa Valley lands at this time. The 
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matter has been frequently discussed and the council and tribal mem- 
bers have been informed concerning all land sales and allotments 
available for purchase. This policy will be continued. 

14. Multiple ownership st complex heirship has had effects as 
follows: 

(a) As to undivided interest owned by the tribe: None. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians: Allotments were 
not made on the Hoopa Valley Reservation until 1918. Non-In- 
dian heirship has not had great effect as yet but will soon be of great 
importance since Hoopa people are almost fully integrated and mar- 
riages apparently have little relation to white or Indian lineage. 

(c) The Hoopa Tribe never accepted the Indian Reorganization 
Act. However, undivided interests of minors is a rapidly increas- 
ing problem as original allottees become deceased and the small allot- 
ments pass into complex heirship status. 

(d) Most tracts in complicated heirship status lie idle or are the 

subject of considerable difficulty and disagreement as to use. 
(| (e) There has apparently been a strong tendency on the Hoopa 
1 Reservation to retain inherited lands of children and of incompetent 
persons. Little use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs. The tribe has been encouraged to 
buy such lands. Minor interests were involved in allotments 320-M, 
323-M, 324-M, and 358-M which were purchased by the Hoopa 
Tribe. 

Because of the high percentage of 1918 Hoopa Reservation allot- 
tees now reaching advanced ages, allotment heirship problems are 
apparently rapidly becoming more complex. Hoopa allotments were 
made in units of 4 acres of valley land or 20 acres of nonforest, hill- 
side grazing land. Numerous fractional interests in tracts of this 
size lead to very difficult situations since equitable use, or portion- 
ment among many heirs is generally very difficult if not impossible. 


| 
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4 PART II—HOOPA 


Key tracts are of less importance on the Hoopa Reservation than 
they may be on some others. The bulk of the land is tribal forest. 
The Hoopa Valley fields were surveyed into lots, most of which are 
4 acres in size. Access roads were established at the time of the 


4 original survey. The Bald Hill area of the reservation and certain 
j other nonforest tracts were made available for allotment or assign- 
ment in 20-acre units. Allotment access roads were not designated 


( on the original plats in some cases involving these 20-acre units. 
. Access to tribal forest lands through these units is of some impor- 
tance. Tribal purchase of some tracts may become advisable as log- 
ging operations extend to new areas. Answers to individual ques- 
tions are as follows: 

1. Only one 4-acre tract has apparently been purchased specifically 
as a key tract. 

2. Noothers were alleged to be key tracts. 

3. One 4-acre purchase of a key tract is now being negotiated. 

4. No tracts alleged by the tribe to be key tracts are known to 
have been sold. 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 757 


5. Purchase of former allotments for industrial purposes has ap- 
Revent'y aided in stabilizing the economy of Hoopa Valley. The in- 
dustrial payroll now exceeds $1 million annually. A high percentage 
of the woods and mill workers are Indians and the wage scale is very 
good in this area. The tracts purchased for mill sites are not key 
tracts in the sense that their use inhibits the use of adjacent allotted 
or tribal lands. On the contrary, the adjacent Indian lands have be- 
come several times more valuable and rentals paid to the tribe or to 
individual allottees have increased from nothing or very little to 
$100 or more per acre per year. 

The only persons who have suffered loss have been the few live- 
stock owners who formerly allowed stock to graze at large and thus 
trespass the unfenced valley lots. 

6. No former fee patented properties have been acquired in trust 
status. Many Indians have purchased fee-title properties for home 
or business purposes. Others would like to buy subdivided portions 
of Hoopa Valley tribal lots for home or business site purposes, but 
there is apparently no authority by law for such conveyance except 
by assignment which has generally been found unsatisfactory and 
is not favored by the Indian people or by the Hoopa Business Council. 


PART IIl-—-HOOPA 


Tribal responsibility for real-estate activities : 
1. None. 


2. See the following: 











| 

| Amount 

Title Nature of work paid by 

| tribe 

| 
—s |- 6 - iis 
T-45 Forestry aid (general)_..... .._. amanad] SOUL GRIEG NU ct cbccannnc enue $3, 755 
T-108 | Forestry aid (scaling)..................| Sealing and checking timber. _.......______- 3, 670 
T-85 | M6 Sk steven Retinvehinar wed -----| jp Sask eal aieig ta shaotas cnc acme 4, 615 
T-86 | Clerk-stenographer _-_..........-.- — Clerical in forestry office. ..............._.- 3, 175 
T-103 | Forestry aid (general) _.._- “ ...--| General forestry work. eee 4, 930 
T-112 | Forester (administrative) _. __.._- ...| Supervision of forest activities_.......__- eal 5, 440 
T-43 | Clerk (realty)... | Clerical work in realty - 3, 670 


en a ee ee | 


3. The Hoopa Tribe has as its attorney Mr. Edwin J. Regan of 
Weaverville, Calif. Mr. Regan attends most meetings of the tribal 
council and is available to advise concerning all matters of a legal 
nature. 

There also exists excellent relations between the council and its 
members and personnel of the Hoopa area field office. Technicians 
of the Forestry, Realty, or Roads Branches are always available for 
consultation or advice. 

4. The tribal organization has a land or real estate committee with 
power to recommend but official action must have approval of the 
tribal council which is generally handled by resolution. 

5. The tribal land or real estate committee advises and recommends 
the tribal council concerning real-estate matters including assign- 
ments, purchases, land-use planning, plans for allotting of available 
homesite tracts, etc. The tribal forestry committee advises concern- 
ing forest and forest-land matters. 
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6. A forest inventory survey of the Hoopa Valley Indian Reserva- 
tion was made in 1954 by Western Timber Service, Inc The Hoopa 
Tribe requested the survey and paid the costs involved. No other 
private study of real-estate activities has been proposed or considered. 

7. The Hoopa Tribe has had no tribal land enterprise or similar 
organization. Some of the tracts purchased by the tribe are under 
lease for industrial purposes in accordance with resolutions of the 
tribal council. 

8. Operations involving Hoopa Reservation trust lands have been 
carried on in accordance with the applicable sections of title 25, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

Three large sawmills, a veneer plant, a stud mill, a forest greens 
packing plant, and related industries have created an induuiriel com- 
munity in Hoopa Valley. Very little agriculture, other than the 
growing of ebee and flowers, is still carried on. Some 200 cattle 
graze tribal lands and trespass the open valley lots but are of decreas- 
ing economic importance to Indian families. The chief demand for 
land is for residential purposes. Most people depend upon industrial 
employment in the forest or in the mills for a living. Conservation 
and good management of tribal and national-forest lands is important 
to sustained good employment situations and a high per capita income. 
The present degree of industrialization and resultant comparatively 
high bea! of incomes has in addition to availability of raw products, 
been dependent upon industrial site and home locations and avail- 
ability of competent labor. The latter has been supplied to a large 
degree by local Indian workers 
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3. RIVERSIDE AREA FIELD OFFICE 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orricr or Inpran Arratrs, Frecp SERvICE, 
Riverside, Calif., Jume 5, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: In compliance with your letter of April 
17, 1958, the following report is submitted for the use of your com- 
mittee. 

The information which we have furnished is based on the readily 
available records of this office. We call your attention to this fact 
because this office has been functioning in its present capacity since 
early in 1956 and prior to that time it was a subagency of the Sacra- 
mento area office. The information furnished concerning disposition 
of the lands to “fee” status is accurate ; however, we do not have readily 
available information concerning the sale of lands between Indians 
where the land remained in “trust” status because the transactions 
are shown as “deeded” and our records do not differentiate between 
sales and gift deeds. 

We invite your attention to the fact that our report covers 33 
reservations in the Mission area (southern California) varying in size 
from 99 acres to 32,000 acres. Of these 33 reservations, only 10 
contain lands in individual ownership (allotted) and the allotments 
vary in size from 5 to 48 acres. It is sip noted that a large portion of 
these lands are in the mountains, and although classified as “grazing” 
lands, much of the land is so poor that it is useless for grazing, or, 
for that matter, any other purpose. The best lands in our area are 
owned by the Augustine, Cabazon, and Torres-Martinez Bands and 
are located in the Coachella Valley; these lands are primarily agricul- 
tural but largely remain unused due to the lack of irrigation water. 
Small portions of these three reservations border highways or the 
Salton Sea and have commercial possibilities. 

The United States purchased a 600-acre tract of land for the 
Morongo Band from Morongo tribal funds in 1949. This tract was 
surrounded by Morongo Reservation lands and contained the only 
water in the immediate area. It is used by tribal members for grazing 
purposes. We have no record of any other land purchases since 1930. 

There are no tribal employees on any of our reservations at this 
time; neither do we have any Government employees who are paid 
from tribal funds. 

None of the Mission Indian Bands under the jurisdiction of this 
office are organized under the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934, or 
under any other form of organization with a constitution and bylaws. 
At present we are working with several Indian bands on a form of 
tribal government to facilitate the administration of their affairs. 
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Lack of membership rolls for some 30 Mission Bands is one of our 
major problems. We have encouraged them to draft enrollment 
regulations with our assistance which would set forth membership 
requirements in order to prepare official rolls. Some bands are now 
working on an enrollment program. 

The answers to your questionnaire are listed in the order asked on 
the enclosed report which is in three parts. Enclosed also are two 
maps of the Mission area showing our reservations.’ 

Sincerely yours, 
OrLANnpo GARCIA, 
Field Representative. 


RIVERSIDE 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DtsposttIoN AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


1. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 
1947 ? 

Answer: 200,497 (This figure is approximate because some of the 
lands are unsurveyed. ) 

(6) How many acres in trust ? 

Answer: 200,497. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

Answer: There are no lands owned in fee by the Mission bands. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual ownership on July 1, 1947? 

Answer: 14,486. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
Jands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee 
title in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, cer- 


tificates of compentency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 1947? 




















Answer: 
| |] i. 
Fiscal year Tribal Allotted | Fiscal year Tribal Allotted 
i 
ale ac ; | ———||—— ; : S ames 
ES B08 | 0 | rR A i 0 16 
1949. _-___ eee 1 4 || 1955___- 0 5 
1950. ... abl te 0 | 7 || 1956... .. 0 22 
DE ae hcgia il ad aden 0 | ae Oe .o<n-c> 0 4 
1952... ; Shih Bend ne 0 | 6 | ——— —-———] ——_-—_-—— 
Ds oth ds sha cecal 0 | 15 || re oe sof) 1 | 91 





1 On file with the committee. 
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4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ? 
Answer: 





Fiscal year Tribal 











Allotted ] Fiscal year Tribal Allotted 

x | | | 

1948___- 0 | # || Wert SS Foo ee 0 335 
SIN 3 ccd 320 | 2 FEET ES RATT 0 114 
1950___- 0 | | 1956. __ eve wees J 0 884 
1951_--- } 0 | ai | 1957_._. 0 96 
1952. _- 0 Srechiapitneechoniane 
1953. -- 0 | 466 | ‘Sel. o 320 2, 950 





| I 


5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 
Answer : 
Lo ee | 
1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 | Total 











(a) Tribal: (1) Fee patent IBM 1 | 











| i i 
0} oO} oO} oO} Oo} oO 0 0 1 
(6) Allotted: | 

(1) Fee patent_______- | 0 6 9 2} 9| 13] 5& 7 3 58 

(2) Removal of restric- | prea 
LR aE 0; oO | 0} oO; oO | 1 1 0}; o| oO 2 
Oe ae * id 6 }3] 2] 4] 2] 2] of} | 1 31 
1 ee ----|-- | eT | = Je----- be mis J------ hthews | ra 92 








. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
No, 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 


| | | 








| 


| 
1952 | 1953 | 1954 | 1955 | 1956 | 1957 | Total 


l l 
1948 | 1949 | 1950 | 1951 | 1952 | 








| | | 
| , PA | 
nai . | | | | 
(a) Tribal: (1) Fee patent. __-_- 0| 320 0 | 0 0 | 0 0 | 0 0 | 0 320 
(b) Allotted: j | | | 
(1) Fee patent__-- 0 120 240 330 | 45 | 301 | 245 | 114 | 281 56 | 1,732 
(2) Remainder of reserva- | 
i acest all | 0 | 0 0 0 | 0 10 | 10 | 0 0 0 20 
case eaten asst ae 0 40 80 160 155 80 0; 603 40 | 1,198 
= — —_—— | — | ——____} __ 
ee , hich a einai tain | | 3,270 


One Ye yor Petit Tl 





How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1,1947? 

Answer: One transaction in 1949. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1, 1947? 

Answer: 600 acres during 1949. 

9. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 
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Answer: One transaction for acquisition of tribal lands, 1949. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer to 
No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer : 600 acres, 1949, purchased. 

11. (a) How many acres were there in tribal ownership on Decem- 
ber 31,1957? 

Answer: 200,140 (637 acres were changed from tribal to individual 
ownership through an allotment program in 1957.) 

(>) How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

Answer: 200,140. 

(c) How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

Answer: None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

Answer : 11,944. 

13. (a) Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of fee patents, etc.). 

Answer : None, to our knowledge. 

(b) What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

Answer: No study as such is being conducted. However, from 
general observation, it appears that sales of allotments in multiple 
ownernship have not proven detrimental to the owners—as a rule 
the return to any one individual is relatively small. In cases where a 
single owner is involved, sales have been prompted by economic con- 
ditions such as inability to work due to age or ill health, insufficient 
income, etc. Generally speaking, lands sold have been idle for years 
due to the lack of water, lack of funds to improve them, inexperience 
in ee day farming techniques, or the lack of interest. 

(c) Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on 
this subject ? 

Answer: None, to our knowled 

(d) Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

Answer: None. 

14, Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the problem : 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

Answer : None owned by Indian bands. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien 
Indians. 

Answer: The Bureau of Indian Affairs may administer only to 
lands held in trust by the United States for Indians. Non-Indian 
ownership acquired by inheritance results in undivided fractional 
interests which are nontrust. In such instances the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs may by petition of the Indian owners, sell their interests only 
by advertising the “trust portion” and explain in the advertisement 
to the bidders that it will be their responsibility to secure the non- 
Indian interest by private sales. This is not very satisfactory and 
tends to limit bids and reduces the possibilities of selling lands in 
this category. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 
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Answer: We do not have this problem since none of our allotted 
bands are organized under IRA. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to 
use or disposal of lands. 

Answer: Trust lands that become involved with numerous heirs 
result in non-use by the Indian heirs, and if used at all must be leased. 
In rare instances an heir has consolidated ownership by purchasing 
the interests of the other heirs. Heirs to land of multiple ownership 
are difficult to contact since they may be widely scattered throughout 
several of the Western States. Older Indians often do not care to 
dispose of their interests in lands even though it be a small fractional 
interest. In general other Indians who can be contacted express their 
willingness to dispose of small interests in such lands. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been 
encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

Answer: (a) Use of the Secretary’s authority has been negligible. 
(b) Nineteen of the Mission Bands under this jurisdiction have funds 
in the United States Treasury. Balances range from $17 to $17,- 
433.12; average is $2,948.16. Obviously the Mission Bands are not 
financially able to purchase any land. 


PART II—RIVERSIDE 

None. 

None. 

None. 

None. 

. No key tract sales have been made. 

ee tracts have been acquired by either individual Indians 
or tribes. 
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PART IDI—RIVERSIDE 
None. 
None. 
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TRIBAL COUNCILS 
1. JICARILLA APACHE TRIBE 


JICARILLA APACHE TRIBE, 
Dulce, N. Mew., June 9, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator Murray: We have received your April 17, 1958, 
letter with attachments requesting certain factual data pertaining to 
the land of the Jicarilla Apache Tribe in New Mexico. We are en- 
closing herewith answers to questions set forth in attachments I, IT, 
and III, together with the tabular reports submitted properly filled in. 

In your transmittal letter you requested to be advised the extent 
of acreage acquired from private owners since 1930. In this connec- 
tion we should like to report as follows: 





Authority Acreage | Number of| Approximate 
tracts date 
Re 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) supra. Funds appropriated 154. 80 1 | July 1940. 
by the act of May 9, 1935 (49 Stat. 176). 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra. Funds appropriated 1, 081. 68 14] June 1941. 
by the acts May 9, 1935 (49 Stat. 174), and June 22, 1936 (49 
Stat. 1763). 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), supra. Funds appropriated 162. 00 21) July 1938. 
by the act of May 9, 1935 (49 Stat. 176, 183). 
BPD ogiwdhsascdcibicdccnaccsusvecuauscudsbduncsnasulaenee 155. 52 21 | November 1939. 
190. cai asco ch ionin sched lial sce dl sosap lice Al hate ee 160. 00 21} Mareh 1937. 
BE. dctebooseu conaihes ceua aausunawdairecteiieee tena 160. 00 21 | July 1937. 
TO hein iat ch tare naan covsocuptibebddeee bkedamiapeet 76. 92 21 | November 1938. 
Bi ensngedusngictgdbameg nestssinhhaeeetee aaa 76. 54 21 Do. 
OGL isis Bidets IE ci tks dncaneiedeinetdaakuekbua 40. 00 21 | May 1938. 
Tel. .chugnutminnatasbvsledaousbalalt anubiiineiaims aed 161. 22 21} March 1942, 
IOs niiotacr du clsusscssccaccncsasasmakadsdesgeewabaapalee 40. 00 21 | November 1937. 
DB adies eekintisn dchipes¥hsyednatitingheeshtadseeuwe 160. 00 21 |) August 1942, 
PObgtisdhednecctdcncateqedsipseessedpesasesemnuiiabaaiual 160. 00 21 | June 1938. 





1 Purpose: To acquire a site within which a domestic water supply could be developed. Tae land in 
question lies adjacent to and immediately outside of the exterior boundary of the reservation proper. It 
is currently being used for the purpose for which it was acquired. 

2 Agricultural tracts within the reservation and were purchased for that purpose. Current use: Now 
assigned to individual members of the tribe for agricultural purposes. 


We should like to point out at this time that the Jicarilla Apache 
Tribe is making full and total use of all of its land and does not in 
the foreseeable future intend to lease or permit the use of the surface 
of its lands to other than members of the tribe. At this time there 
are approximately 189 oil and gas leases covering 442,531.97 acres in 
force, and we contemplate issuing additional leases covering the sub- 
surface within the next few months. A large percentage of the mem- 
bers of the tribe is dependent on the land base for earning a livelihood 
mainly from livestock operations, both sheep and cattle. 
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The Jicarilla Apache Tribe employs a total of 67 persons. Of this 
number, 2 are concerned with real-estate activities. Beginning in 
1951 with the interest expressed in oil and gas leasing, and this being 
followed with the issuance of such leases, the tribe for the first time 
had money with which to assist in employing people for various tribal 
activities. Prior to that time, most of the income was from grazing 
of livestock and timber sales which did not return enough money for 
large-scale employment of tribal members. 

The information supplied in this letter and in the attached reports 
was obtained from the records of the Jicarilla Apache Indian Agency, 
Dulce, N. Mex. , 

An original and one copy of the material requested by your letter of 
April 17, 1958, are enclosed. If we can be of further service, please 
do not fail to write. 

Sincerely yours, 


James D. Garcia, 
Chairman, Jicarilla A pache Tribe. 





JICARILLA APACHE TRIBE 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIsposITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
InpIAN LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


The following statements are made in reply to the questionnaire 
attached to United States Senate letter dated April 17, 1958, and the 
answers obtained from the Jicarilla Agency records, which are fairly 
accurate : 

1. Tribal land as of July 1, 1947: 668,011.43 acres. 

(a) Intrust: Total acreage. 

(6) Acquired in fee: None. 

2. Individual Indian ownership as of July 1, 1947: (a) 162 allot- 
ments or tracts, all in trust, 71,921.79 acres. 

In the year 1946 the Jicarilla Apache Tribe instituted a land pro- 
gram, acquiring individual Indian trust-allotted lands to revert to a 
tribal land-trust status. At that time there were 797 individual In- 
dian trust allotments or tracts, totaling 352,461.16 acres. Under this 
program, the tribe by June 30, 1947, had acquired 634 tracts, totaling 
280,214.67 acres, by relinquishment from allottees and lawful heirs of 
deceased allottees who are members of the tribe, and the tribe pur- 
chased 1 tract, totaling 324.70 acres, from heirs (of deceased allottee) 
who are nonmembers of the tribe. As of July 1, 1947, there remained 
162 allotments or tracts, totaling 71,921.79 acres, in individual Indian 
ownership in trust status. 

3. None of the tribal or individually owned lands were disposed of 
(including the placing of unrestricted fee title in the hands of the 
owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates of competency, etc.) 
during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947. 

None of the tribal or individually owned lands were disposed of 
or removed from Bureau jurisdiction during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947. 

5. None. 
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6. None. ! 
Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 


7. The Jicarilla Apache Tribe acquired 1 tract of privately owned 
non-Indian land which was in fee status, totaling 160 acres, more or 
less, to be added to tribal lands in trust status. This purchase was 
made of land located within the exterior boundaries of the Jicarilla 
Indian Reservation. The deed of conveyance was approved by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs on September 27, 1957. 

8. See above. 

9. See above. 

10. See above. 

11. Tribal ownership of land on December 31, 1957: 742,491.34 


acres, 

(a) Held by the United States in trust : 742,491.34 acres. 

(6) Land in fee status: None. 

12. Individual Indian ownership of land on December 31, 1957: 
(a) In trust status, 12 tracts, 5,522.26 acres. 

The tribe under its land program between the period July 1, 1947, 
to December 31, 1957, acquired 138 allotments or tracts, totalin 
61,078.52 acres, by relinquishment to the tribe from allottees and lawful 
heirs of deceased allottees, who are members of the Jicarilla Tribe, and 
the tribe acquired by purchase of 12 allotments or tracts, totaling 
5,321.01 acres, from lawful heirs (of deceased allottees) who are non- 
members of the Jicarilla Tribe. As of January 1, 1958, there re- 
mained 12 allotments or tracts, totaling 5,522.26 acres, in individual 
Indian ownership in trust status. The tribe has, since January 1, 
1958, acquired purchase of 11 tracts. 

13. The tribal council is considering the acquisition in fee of certain 
lands outside the reservation proper. They are also considering the 
acquisition of a few scattered parcels within the exterior boundaries 

of the reservation in order to consolidate the land pattern and make 


a eae see emeeyeyertmee ne 


administration more efficient. The latter parcels will be acquired in 
trust status. Tribal funds will be used with which to make the pur- 
chases in each category. 

The tribal council has not passed any general resolution on this sub- 
ject. Each acquisition will be treated separately and a resolution 
passed approving acquisition before any action is taken. 


PART IIl—JICARILLA APACHE TRIBE 


In answer to part II, we should like to state that neither the tribe 
nor any individual members thereof have disposed of any trust land 
to fee status. The only fee land acquired by the tribe is cited above 
in question 7 of part I. 


PART III—JICARILLA APACHE TRIBE 


1. One real-property assistant, GS-7, at $4,525 per annum, is paid 

in full from the tribal local treasury. This position was authorized by 
the tribe, effective July 1, 1957, to absorb the increasing workload in 

the Branch of Realty performing the work of land acquisition; min- 

eral leasing, including oil and gas; and right-of-way work in connec- 

tion with the tremendous gu-eserer system in the gas development. 

: In addition, intermittently, there is considerable typing work and 
general officework performed by nonrealty tribal clerical employees. 

30451—58——_51 
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2. One real-property assistant, GS-9, at $6,250 per annum, is paid in 
full from tribal appropriated treasury funds. This position was 
authorized by the tribal council effective September 30, 1951, to per- 
form the actual trust-property realty work on the reservation, which 
had heretofore been performed by the agency’s administrative staff. 
The leasing of tribal lands for mineral development, including oil and 
gas, began in the year 1947, and the workload had increased to a point 
that a position was necessary to carry out the activities of the Realty 
Branch, which involves land acquisition, mineral leasing, surface leas- 
ing, and the granting of gas-pipeline rights-of-way in the rapid oil and 

as lease development. This position is under the Civil Service 

lassification Act. 

3. The Jicarilla Apache Tribe has a general-counsel attorney under 
contract to advise the council with respect to legal questions concerning 
the tribal real-estate activities. 

4. The Jicarilla Apache Tribal Council does not have a real-estate 
committee with authority to approve tribal real-estate activities ; how- 
ever, the tribal executive committee has been authorized by the council 
to act on matters with reference to subsurface leasing, including oil and 
gas, and surface and business leases involving tribal lands. On mat- 
ters of acquisition and disposal of land, it is presented to the tribal 
council. 

5. The tribal executive committee also acts as a committee to advise 
the tribal council with regard to any tribal real-estate activities. 

6. The tribal council has contracted with the Stanford Research 
Institute of Menlo Park, Calif., to make a social and economic research 
and study of the Jicarilla Reservation. Recommendations of the 
research are to be used by the tribe in its development program plan- 
ning on the reservation. 

7. The Jicarilla Apache Tribe does not now have a tribal land enter- 
prise or similar organization. The tribal committee is now developing 
a land code which will govern the tribal land-use programs. This 
committee will deal for the most part with the assignment to individual 
members of the tribe, title to which is held by the tribe. Title to 
improvements placed on such assignments will remain with the 
assignee, 

8. We do not understand fully what is meant by question 8. The 
tribe and the Bureau work very closely in all matters involving real 
estate. The trusteeship responsibility of the Government is recog- 
nized, both by the tribe and the Bureau. Every operation involving 
the surface or subsurface is thoroughly discussed with and approved 
by the tribal council before any action is taken. The same would be 
true in any matter involving acquisition or disposal of land. 
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2. MAKAH TRIBE 


Makau TripaL Councit, 
Neah Bay, Wash., July 18,1958. 
Mr. James Murray, 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, W ashington, D.C. 


Dear Sir: Transmitted herewith is a questionnaire on the disposi- 
tion and acquisition of Indian lands in the last 10 years. The ques- 
tions have been answered to the best of my ability, with available 
records in our office. 

It is hoped the following information will supplement those given 
in the questionnaire. 

Out of 373 allotments to individuals, 105 have been sold back to 
the tribe since 1945. Most of this land was bought back by the Makah 
Tribe in the years of 1945 to 1947, to speed up process of securing 
a right-of-way for the logging roads leased to Crown- Zellerbach 
Corp. 

Since then, no more than two allotments per year have been bought 
by the tribe, and these are usually Bureau-supervised sales. No land 
has been removed from Bureau jurisdiction. 

Sincerely yours, 
Maxan Tripat Councin, 
By Hivprep WiuiAMs, Secretary. 


MAKAH TRIBE 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
InprAn LANDs IN THE Last 10 YEaArs 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee ? 

Approximately 24,000 acres tribal ownership in trust. 

How many acres of trust or pertricted land were there in indi- 
ma Indian ownership of July 1, 1947? 

Approximately 2,722 acres trust land. 

3. How many tr ansactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee 
title in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, cer- 
tificates of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal 


year since July 1, 1947 ? 
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None. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
a during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

one. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tiéibal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

There were 24,000 acres, all in trust. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in in- 
dividual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

Approximately 2,700 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congres which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents in fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the 
problem : 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien 
Indians. 

Affecting 50 allotments. Allotments are 10 acres each. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe 
been encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

Tribe has land-acquisition program and buys one or two 100-acre 
allotments per year. 
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PART II-—MAKAH TRIBE 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts? 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

38. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 


PART III—MAKAH TRIBE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

None. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
pioyee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature of 

is work. 

None. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
marten Explain fully. 


0. 
4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
aeDORsey to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 


0. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities ? 
Explain fully. 

No 


6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 
If on Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

one. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 
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8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
the effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 


Individually owned land 
DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING OF 
UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—Total of 105 10-acre allotments 
comprising 1,050 acres sold back to tribe 





DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—Approximately 14 acres turned over to public school 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITION FROM FEE STATUS—None 








3. NORTHERN CHEYENNE TRIBE 


NorTHERN CHEYENNE Trips, INC., 
Lame Deer, Mont., June 16, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Senator of Montana, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Senator: Enclose copy of Questionnaire of the Disposi- 
tion and Acquisition of Indian Lands in the Last 10 Years per your 
request. 

Thank you again for your most interest and kindness toward the 
American Indian. 

Very truly yours, 
JoHN Woopen Lees, President. 


NORTHERN CHEYENNE TRIBE 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DIspostr10ON AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS 
IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1, How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee ? 

Answer. During the year of 1956, the Northern Cheyenne Indian 
Agency Office was destroyed by fire and a lar ge portion of the records 
were destroyed. We have tried to obtain this information from the 
superintendent and from the area office, but they advised us that they 
did not have this information available because of the destruction of 
the records by fire. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents- in-fee, certificates of 
competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Sameas to paragraph 1. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of 
transaction. 
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Answer. Sameas to paragraph 1. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July L 1947 ? 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ¢ 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

13. Cite and discuss riefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination acts, 
private acts, directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

Answer. On or about May 13, 1955, the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs lifted the restrictions on Indian land sales and permitted numer- 
ous sales of allotted Indian lands and supervised sales. This had a 
severe effect upon the Northern Cheyenne Indian Tribe and particu- 
Jarly its land-purchase program. No consideration was given to the 
tribe to acquire these allotted lands. It was definitely the policy of 
the Northern Cheyenne Indian Tribe to acquire all key tracts of al- 
lotted lands which were being sold. Now this was very important. 
You must remember that the policy and conditions existing on the 
Northern Cheyenne Indian Reservation are greatly different than some 
of the other reservations. Only 160-acre tracts were allotted to mem- 
bers of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe. These lands were, and have 
always been, arid dry lands and, of course, except in unusual cases, a 
family could not make a living upon such small acreage. The North- 
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ern Cheyenne Indian Tribe is a small reservation, and the tribe adopted 
a policy to purchase allotted lands in order that the members of the 
tribe could keep together and in one unit the lands within the bounda- 
ries of the reservation, so that the tribe could lease the lands in grazing 
units to members of the tribe who had ambition and foresight to raise 
herds of cattle and farm a sufficient area of land so that their families 
could make a decent living. The key tracts were absolutely essential 
to this program and although the tribe has used a large portion of its 
income to purchase these lands, on the other hand, the tribal council 
has attempted to borrow funds from the Government to be used for the 
land-purchase program. During the period of time that the policy 
of the Indian department was in effect, that is, the exhilarated pro- 
gram, the officials of the tribe met with the officials of the Indian de- 
partment in Washington and explained the problem, but were advised 
that there were no funds that could be loaned to the tribe. The tribe 
has always paid its indebtedness, but the Government officials failed 
to recognize the position in which the tribe was placed by not being 
able to buy allotted lands. This has caused an embarrassing situation 
to the land-purchase program. If the Government would loan the 
tribe money, the tribe could pay the Government the loan over a period 
of years. 

At this point, we are compelled to advise that during the year 1957, 
the officials of the Indian department advised the tribal council that 
they did not have any right to purchase allotted lands because of sec- 
tion 12, article [X of the constitution of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe. 
This was the first time that any such objection was made by the Indian 
department. The tribal council immediately adopted a resolution to 
amend this provision in the constitution and after many months the 
Indian department has authorized an election to be held for the pur- 
pose of amending the constitution in order to meet the objections of 
the Indian department which provided that any allotted lands can 
be purchased by the tribe. 

The matter of the conditional heirship and succession by succession 
of deceased persons has caused a problem to exist on the Northern 
Cheyenne Indian Reservation. When some 30 or 50 persons are the 
heirs to one 160-acre tract a serious problem results. In the transfer 
of lands by a deed or conveyance to the tribe or conveyance otherwise 
made it becomes almost impossible to obtain the signatures of heirs 
or fractionated interests. The same result occurs when allotments 
are leased. 

The present manner and procedure of probating Indian estates has 
become so encumbered that it is almost unworkable. Many estates 
are not probated for a period of years. Of course, the years are not 
determined. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
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ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem. 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe; 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien In- 
dians; 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act; 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands; 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left 
minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been 
encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 13. 


PART II-—-NORTHERN CHEYENNE TRIBE 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that 
the tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts ? 

Answer. Thirty-one key tracts have been purchased by the tribe. 
The tribal answer deems the tracts to be key tracts, the department 
denies that these are key tracts and as far as we know, have never con- 
tended that the tracts were key tracts. In fact, the officials of the 
Indian Department say there are no key tracts in this land because 
of the topography of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reservation. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts? 

Answer. Same as to paragraph 1. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe 
to be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

Answer. Seventy-one tracts have ben purchased by the tribe since 
1948. Most of these tracts were necessary for the tribal land pur- 
chase program. In any event, 31 of these tracts were key tracts. We 
think the riders of the range are much better qualified to what is a 
key tract and what is not a key tract than some official sitting in some 
office who has never had any experience with the grazing or running 
of livestock. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians? 

Answer. At least 15 tracts consisting of 2,080 acres, some of which 
tracts contained watering places and water gaps which were neces- 
sary for watering of livestock. 

5. If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 
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Answer. When a key tract is sold to a person other than the tribe 
which is located in the tribal lands, the tribal lands become reduced 
in value for grazing purposes because water gaps and watering places 
are then not available for the tribal lands. Also, under the circum- 
stances, a key tract may be such that will be a place where it will 
connect one portion of tribal lands with another portion of tribal 
lands and is therefore very essential for use by the tribe and its land 
program in order that all tribal lands can be used to the greatest 
advantage. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 

Answer. In preceding paragraphs. 


PART III—NORTHERN CHEYENNE TRIBE 


1. Give the.position of each tribal real estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

Answer. The tribe does not have any real estate employees. This 
is an organized tribe of the tribal council by its committees and 
appointees have handled the land program. 

2. Give the position of each agency real estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such 
employee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

Answer. The Bureau of Indian Affairs advised that they would 
answer this in their report. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities? Explain fully. 

Answer. None. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real estate activities? Explain fully. 

Answer. The tribal council has a land committee which investigates 
and makes recommendations to the tribal council. 

5. Does the tribal organiaztion have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

Answer. Yes, see paragraph four. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study ee phases of its real-estate activities. Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

Answer. None. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

Answer. The answer to this question is discussed in previous 
answers. 
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8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences 
in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

Answer. The tribe or the area office has not to our knowledge been 
instructed to turn real-estate operations over to the Bureau. At the 
present time the income of the tribe is limited; when income is avail- 
able the tribe will assume responsibility of handling its real-estate 
program. We wish to make in this report a survey of what has 
happened to persons who have sold their lands. It is almost a uni- 
versal notice that the allottees who have sold their lands have used 
the funds received by dissipation of the same. And, the purchase of 
second-hand automobiles, intoxicating liquors, and other unnecessary 
expenditures. Consequently, most of these people have gone on the 
welfare. Another policy of the Bureau, that if any Indian wants to 
sell the timber from his land he must obtain a patent-in-fee. There 
are tracts of lands that have valuable timber and by proper cutting 
these allottees could receive an income from the lands, but the Bureau 
frowns upon any policy of sale of timber. In other words, the 
Bureau says you must get a patent-in-fee for lands rather than sell 
timber off the lands. 
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4. OSAGE TRIBE 


Osace Treat CounciL, 
Pawhuska, Okla., May 22,1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator Murray: We are sorry that we cannot complete 
the questionnaire involving a comprehensive 10-year record of trans- 
actions involving the disposition and the acquisition of Indian lands 
on the Osage Reservation submitted with your letter of April 17, 
1958. 

The Osage Tribal Council, the official governing body of the Osage 
Tribe, has no responsibility for Osage real estate activities involving 
individual restricted lands and therefore maintains no records or 
other information concerning the disposition and acquisition of such 
lands. The Osage Tribe has had no transactions involving tribal 
lands during the period in question. However, it is our understand- 
ing that Mr. R. G. Fister, Superintendent, Osage Agency, is submit- 
ting a complete report of land transactions in response to your request. 

Sincerely yours, 
Paut Pirrs, Principal Chief. 
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5. PALM SPRINGS 


Agua CALIENTE Banp or Mission INDIANS, 
Palm Springs, Calif., June 19, 1958. 
Hon. James KE. Murray, 
United States Senator, Chairman, Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Senator Murray: Reference is made to your letter of April 
17, 1958 in which you requested that I furnish certain information 
concerning Indian land transactions on the Agua Caliente Indian 
Reservation for the period from July 1, 1947 to June 30, 1957. 
The following information is submitted in response to the ques- 
tionnaire attached to your letter : 


PART I PALM SPRINGS BAND 


1. (a) Acreage of land in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947: 31,128 
acres. 

(6) All of the above land was held in trust for the tribe. 

(c) The tribe had acquired no land in fee. 

2. (a) Acreage of trust or restricted land in individual ownership 
on July 1, 1947: none. The first allotments on this reservation were 
approved on July 18, 1949. 

3. (a) Number of transactions, by which tribal or individuall 
owned lands were disposed of, which have been consummated ‘ach 
fiscal year since July 1, 1947. 


Type of transaction | 


Total 
Fiseal year | acreage 
Fee patent Court Supervised Act of 
order sale Congress | 
1948 0 0 0 0 0 
1949__. 0 0 0 0 0 
1950 _ _- 0 0 0} 0 0 
1051... ] 0 0 0 | 1 
952__. 1 0 0 0 1 
1953... 4 0 3 0 7 
1954... 10 3 1 0 14 
1955 -.. 7 8 0 | 0 15 
1956... 1 0 0 0 1 
1957 11 0 0 1 12 
Total_- ! 35 11 4 1 51 


All of the above transactions involved allotted lands except one tract 
conveyed pursuant to act of Congress. That tract, consisting of 
10 acres, was sold to the Palm Springs Unified School District of 
California pursuant to Public Law 563, 84th Congress, 2d session. 

The 11 tracts sold under court order were sold pursuant to an 
order of the United States district court to satisfy attorneys’ fees 
arising from the action Arenas v. United States of America. 

30451—58 52 787 
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4. (a) Acreage disposed of or removed from Bureau jurisdiction 
during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947: 





[Acres] 
Type of transaction 
a coe a aia Total 
Fiscal year | acreage 
| Fee patent} Court Supervised Act of 
| order sale Congress 
| } | | | 
1948... | 0 | 0 0} 0 0 
1949... ; 0 0 0 | 0 0 
1950__. ; ; 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 0 
1951__. : 40.0 | o | 0 0 40 
1952__. 5 ; 4 20.0 | o | 0 | 0 20 
1953 4 ee 94.0 | 0 80 | 0 | 17 
1954... H.. 174.7 | 33. 47 | 20 | 0 | 228. 17 
1955... oe sek 94.0 46. 83 | 0 | 0 | 140. 83 
1956... _- EET = List 20.0 0 0 0 | 20 
a Tea ae TY | 249. 0 0 0 | 10 | 259 
Teel SLT je ead st | 691.7 oh 80. 30 | 100 | 


5. (a) Number of transactions for each year shown in answer to 
No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction: see table in 
No. 3. 

6. (a) Acreages for each year shown in answer to No. 4 above, 
broken down by the type of transaction: see table in No. 4. 

The following answers refer only to land not previously under 
Indian owner ship: ; 

7. Number of transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, which were consummated during each fiscal year 
since July 1, 1947: None. 

8. Number of acres so acquired during each calendar year since 
July 1, 1947: None. 

9. Number of transactions, broken down by type, for each year 
shown in answer to No. 7, above: None. 

10. Acres broken down by type of transaction, for each year shown 
in answer to No. 8, above: None. 

11. (a) Number of acres held in tribal ownership on December 31, 
1957 : 25,990.74 acres. 

(5) Number of acres held by the United States in trust: 25,990.74 
acres. 

(c) Number of acres which the tribe had acquired in fee: None. 

12. (a) Number of acres of trust or restricted land in individual 
Indian ownership on December 31, 1957: 4,171.66 acres. 

13. (a) Special acts of Congress which have affected the acquisition 
and disposal of Indian lands. 

Public Law 563, 84th Congress, 2d session, authorized the sale of 
10 acres of land to the Palm Springs Unified School District of 
California. A sale was consummated pursuant to that act. 

(6) At the present time no study is being made of the cause and 
effect of sales. Due to the relatively small size of this reservation, the 
small number of allottees, and the few sales which have taken place, 
no comprehensive study is necessary to determine cause and effect. 
The land on this reservation is not especially adapted to agricultural 
uses. All of the land is either mountainous or arid desert. In addi- 
tion, agricultural uses are not feasible because they do not nearly 
appro oach the highest and best use of the land which is developed 
for residential or business purposes. This is true because the reserva- 
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tion is situated in or adjacent to the city of Palm Springs, Calif., a 
thriving, rapidly growing resort community. The basic cause for 
land sales which have taken place is the desire of the allottee in ques- 
tion to obtain cash with which to provide the necessities of life and 
to raise his standard of living; ca in some cases, to raise cash with 
which to develop other trust land. The leasing restrictions which 
have existed in the past (i. e., 5-year maximum lease term and to a 
large extent the present 50-year limitation) have restricted the leas- 
ing potential of Indian land and in most cases prevented the Indian 
from obtaining sufficient funds from that source to maintain a decent 
standard of living. With few exceptions, the effect of land sales has 
been the development of such land by the purchaser with a resultant 
increase in the value and desirability of land in the vicinity still held 
in Indian ownership. 

(c) The tribal council has not passed any resolutions dealing with 
the cause and effect of the sale of Indian land. 

14. Extent to which the heirship or multiple-ownership problem 
has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

(a) The tribe does not hold an undivided interest in any land. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien Indians 
(i. e., Indians not members of this tribe). The smallest undivided 
interest on this reservation held by a non-Indian or alien Indian is 
one-ninth. There are only 6 tracts containing a total of 94 acres in 
which non-Indians or alien Indians hold an undivided interest. To 
date no substantial problems have arisen in connection with those 
interests. 

(c) This reservation is not under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) There have been no insurmountable difficulties to date in 
reaching agreement among all heirs as to the use or disposal of lands. 
The Bureau of Indian Affairs has on a few oecasions exercised the 
authority granted under regulations issued by the Secretary of the 
Interior to approve short-term (1-year) leases or permits where there 
are many heirs, some of which are minors, legal incompetents, or are 
difficult to locate. 

(e) No exercise has been made on this reservation of the authority 
to sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs. 


PART II-——PALM SPRINGS BAND 


1. Number and acreage of tracts that have been sold which the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were key 
tracts. 

Number of tracts: 8. 
Acreage: 25 acres. 

2. There have been no tracts which the tribe or individual Indian 
owners alleged were key tracts which Bureau officials determined were 
not key tracts. 

3. No tracts which the tribe alleged were key tracts were sold to 
the tribe or individual Indian owners. 

4. Number and acreage of tracts alleged by the tribe to be key 
tracts which were sold to non-Indians. 

Number of tracts: 8. 
Acreage: 25 acres. 
30451—58——53 
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5. Effect of sales of key tracts to non-Indians on the use of land 
remaining in Indian ownership: All of the key tracts are located in 
section 14 which is a square mile of land located in the heart of Palm 
Springs, Calif. The tribe has had a land planner prepare a master 
eo or the development of this section. The existence of non- 

ndian-owned land in the section forced the planner to plan around 
that land and possibly prevented the optimum plan from being de- 
veloped for the whole section. There is a definite possibility that 
this non-Indian-owned land will have a detrimental effect on Indian- 
owned land if substandard improvements on the non-Indian land 
are allowed to remain or are constructed in the future. 

6. There have been no key tracts which were in fee status which 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by the tribe. 


Remarks as to part II 


It has been the position of the tribe that all land in section 14 falls 
within the key tract status, On July 7, 1953, the tribal council passed 
a resolution (No. 179, copy of which is enclosed), requesting that it 
be advised concerning any applications by allottees to sell land in 
that section and, further, that the tribe be given first opportunity to 
purchase such land. 

At the present time 9 tracts containing a total of 35 acres have 
passed out of Indian ownership. One tract, containing 10 acres, was 
conveyed by the tribe to the local school district pursuant to act of 
Congress. The remaining 8 tracts, with a total of 25 acres, were 
all fee-patented to individual Indians. Those individual Indians 
subsequently sold the property to non-Indians. Prior to the sale of 
4 out of the 8 tracts, the individual Indians involved offered to sell 
the property to the tribe. By Resolutions 222, 231, and 237 (copies 
of which are inclosed), the tribal council declined to purchase the 
tracts in question. ‘Those actions were based to a large extent on the 
unavailability of tribal funds with which to make the purchases. Of 
course, after fee patents had been granted, it was solely at the election 
of the individual Indian concerned whether he would offer to sell to 
the tribe. 





PART III—PALM SPRINGS BAND 

1. There are no tribal real estate employees. 

2. Agency real estate employee whose salary is paid in part or in 
full out of tribal funds: One clerk-stenographer, $3,600 per year: 
100 percent paid from tribal funds. Duties: Types permits and 
leases, posts data to plats, types realty correspondence, types appraisal 
requests and allotment selections, assembles data for reports. 

3. The tribe does not have a regularly employed real estate adviser 
or consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities. 
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4. Authority to approve tribal real estate activities is vested in the 
tribal council. No other committee or group has such authority. 

5. The tribal organization does not Pave a real estate committee 
which advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real estate 
activities. 

6. The tribe employed the firm of Victor Gruen & Associates, land 

lanners, to prepare a detailed master plan of one section of land 
located in the heart of Palm Springs, as well as a general development 
plan for all other land located within the city limits. These plans 
were completed in the fall of 1957. The Bureau approved such em- 
ployment. 

7. The tribe operates a tollgate and charges admission to the scenic 
Palm Canyon and Andreas Canyon located on the reservation. This 
operation has been very successful and furnishes a substantial source 
of income to the tribe. 

Located on the reservation are mineral hot springs. Many years 
ago the tribe constructed a bathhouse at the site of those springs and 
operated such facility as a tribal enterprise for several years. About 
5 years ago the tribe decided to discontinue the operation of this fa- 
cility and has leased it to private operators since that time. On Feb- 
ruary 5, 1958, a long-term lease was approved covering the 8-acre 
site on which the spings are located. The lessee will construct a $214 
million spa and hotel development on the property. The tribe will 
receive a percentage of the gross income derived from the spa, hotel, 
and other businesses operated on the land with a guaranteed minimum 
annual rental which greatly exceeds the income which has been ob- 
tained from the land in previous years. 

Near the site of the mineral springs is an 8-acre parcel of land known 
as the Tribal Trailer Park. This facility was also operated for many 
years as a tribal enterprise. On April 1, 1952, it was leased to a 
private corporation and has been operated by them since that date. 
Taking into consideration the expense of tribal employees to maintain 
the park and the ever-increasing control of trailer parks by the State 
and city which require large expenditures of money to estblish con- 
formity, there is little doubt that the present leasing of the property 
to a private operator results in a greater net income to the tribe than 
would be received if the facility were still tribally operated. 

8. Real estate operations on this reservation have always been ac- 
complished by Bureau employees. Prior to the beginning of 1957 all 
of the Bureau functions on this reservation were performed by three 
Burean employees whose salaries were paid in full out of tribal funds. 
In 1957 the staff of the Palm Springs office was increased from 3 to 9. 
The Bureau felt this was necessary because of an equalization process 
which must be accomplished in some form, and the greatly increased de- 
mand for leases. The salaries of the additional six personnel are 
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paid from gratuity funds. The three employees now paid from tribal 
nds are: 

Clerk-stenographer, GS-3. 

Collector clerk, GS-4. 

Administrative assistant, GS-9. 

I wish to apologize to you for not furnishing the above information 
prior to your deadline of June 15, 1958, but assure you that the delay 
was unavoidable. I would also like to extend to you and the members 
of your committee the thanks of myself and the members of my tribe 
im your great interest and sympathetic treatment of our many prob- 

ems. 
Sincerely yours, 
Vyoia OLINGER, 
Chairman, Tribal Couneil, 
Agua Caliente Band of Mission Indians. 


RESOLUTION No. 179 


We, the undersigned duly elected official members of the tribal committee of 
the Agua Caliente (Palm Springs) Band of Mission Indians hereby resolve that: 

Whereas the tribal council at a special meeting June 16, 1953, considered an 
offer from Dan, Andrew, and Tom Segundo to sell their inherited interests in 
the estate of Anita Segundo known particularly as lot 35, section 14, T. 4 S., 
R. 4 8. for $12,000 ; and 

Whereas it has been more or less an unwritten policy that the Indians were 
not to sell any land in section 14; and 

Whereas the sale of allotted land in section 14 may operate as a detriment 
to the tribe as a whole: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed, That the tribal council go on record as making a statement of policy 
concerning the sale of land in section 14. The tribal council does hereby declare, 
therefore, that the council request it be advised concerning any application by an 
allottee to sell land located in section 14 and that the tribe have the first oppor- 
tunity to make a purchase of such land. 


RESOLUTION No. 231 


We, the undersigned duly elected official members of the tribal committee of 
the Agua Caliente (Palm Springs) Band of Mission Indians hereby resolve 
that: 

Whereas the tribal council in Resolution 179 dated July 7, 1953, resolved that 
the tribal council go on record as making a statement of policy that the council 
be advised concerning any application by an allottee to sell land located in section 
14 and that the tribe have the first opportunity to make a purchase of such 
land; and 

Whereas John Joseph Andreas, P. S. 90, is presently negotiating for the sale 
of his allotment identified as block 59: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the tribal council does hereby state that the above-outlined 
policy will be waived in this instance ; further be it 

ResolWwed, That the tribal council has no objection to the sale of this land by 
the allottee. 
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RESOLUTION No. 237 


We, the undersigned duly elected official members of the tribal committee of 
Agua Caliente (Palm Springs) Band of Mission Indians, hereby resolve that: 

Whereas the tribal council in Resolution 179, dated July 8, 1953, resolved that 
the tribal council go on record as making a statement of policy that the council be 
advised concerning any application by an allottee to sell land located in section 
14 and that the tribe have the first opportunity to make a purchase of such land; 
and 

Whereas Margaret Andreas, sole heir to the Anthony Andreas estate, is 
presently negotiating for the sale of a portion of the allotment identified as 
block 62 and block 264 in section 14: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolwed, That the tribal council does hereby state that the above outlined 
policy will be waived in this instance ; further be it 

Resolved, That the tribal council has no objection to the sale of this land by 
the devisee. 


RESOLUTION No. 222 


We, the undersigned duly elected official members of the tribal committee of 
the Agua Caliente (Palm Springs) Band of Mission Indians, hereby resolve that: 

Whereas the tribal council in Resolution 179, dated July 7, 1953, resolved that 
the tribal council go on record as making a statement of policy that the council 
be advised concerning any application by an allottee to sell land located in section 
14 and that the tribe have the first opportunity to make a purchase of such land; 
and 

Whereas Marcus Pete, P. S. 58, is presently negotiating for the sale of his 
allotment identified as block 2, section 15: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the tribal council does hereby state that the above outlined 
policy will not be adhered to in this instance ; further be it 

Resolved, That the tribal council has no objection to the sale of this land by 
the allottee. 
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6. ROSEBUD SIOUX TRIBE 


Rosresup S1oux Triat Counci., 
Rosebud Indian Reservation, 8. Dak., June 29, 1968. 
James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Murray: We are very glad to comply with your request 
of April 17, 1958, as the questions involved are important to us as 
a tribe as well as our individual membership within the tribe. 

Enclosed herewith we submit the report covering the Rosebud 
Indian Reservation, Rosebud, S. Dak., with the viewpoints of the 
tribe. Many of the questions involved could not be answered since 
no records have been kept of the purchase of lands since 1930. 

Since 1936 when this tribe approved the constitution, bylaws and 
charter, the tribe had played a very small part in the operation of 
the agency. Then in 1947, due to a cut in the appropriation for the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Bureau requested tribes all over the 
United States to organize the so-called tribal leasing enterprises 
which brought into the picture tribal employees that were paid from 
tribal funds but were under the direct supervision of the superin- 
tendent of the agencies. 

The tribal land enterprise entered into the picture in 1943 after 
Superintendent C. R. Whitlock had proposed the charter and bylaws 
for this subordinate organization. The tribal land enterprise has 
maintained a staff since that time and one tribal employee has been 
employed in the branch of credit for several years. The following 
statement will give you a picture of the salaries here since 1948: 























Total num-; Average | 
ber of number of| Total Average 
Salaries by the year employees | employees salary | annual 
hired part | full time salary 
or full time | | 
sii cchenaieiecianle tate ncnbiccaheisealiaatcis 
| } 
Jan, 1, 1948, to Dec. 21 16, 2 $21, 521. 85 $1, 325 
Jan. 1, 1949, to Dec. 3 31 18.7 | 27, 200. 69 1, 450 
Jan. 1, 1950, to Dee. 25 14 22, 960. 47 1, 640 
Jan, 1, 1951, to Dec. 24 20.5 35, 266. 60 1, 720 
Jan. 1, 1952, to Dec. 22 18.5 38, 989. 67 2, 100 
Jan. 1, 1953, to Dec. 31, 36 20.5 47, 723. 36 2, 320 
Jan. 1, 1954, to Dec. ¢ 34 22 52, 679. 36 2, 395 
Jan. 1, 1955, to Dec. 24 13. 5 36, 840. 48 2, 728 
Jan. 1, 1956, to Dec. 8 6 17, 549. 19 2, 924 
Jan. 1, 1957, to Dee. 8 6 18, 779. 39 3, 130 
I  cetsieadseccilpsinchsceaibaietdbamidicendpedieds Se cueianel S18, 668) 08 5; <..<{...... 





We sincerely hope that the enclosed answers to your questionnaire 
will greatly benefit your committee in its efforts to clarify the many 
ramifications involved in and around the trusteeship status of Indian 
lands. We submit to your committee these answers in the hopes that 
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your committee will call upon the tribes to testify as to what really 
is nedeed. to clarify the position of the Department of the Interior as 
well as to clarify the position of the many tribes involved in these 
questions. 

This tribe and our membership has been placed at the mercy of many 
of our own membership as well as at the mercy of our non-Indian 
neighbors during the past 69 years, and we feel it is high time that 
Congress took a very close look at the picture involving land ques- 
tions, not only because of our constitutional rights, but because we 
feel and can definitely prove that we here at Rosebud have been subject 
many times to undue political pressure from many sources, and of 
course the Bureau of Indian Affairs most of the time is forced into a 
position so that they cannot protect the true Indian interests that must 
go along with the highly organized pressure groups who covet Indian 
lands on this reservation. It is a well-known fact that many of our 
fullbloods had their lands taken from them through high-powered 
pressure groups for as little as $480 ~ quarter, and were subject many 
times to unscrupulous tribal officials in the past who were willing to 
part with tribal assets for a very nominal fee. 

If your committee so wishes, we would request that they subpena 
Mr. George Abbott, who is presently an assistant to the Secretary of 
the Interior, to testify on some of the methods utilized to get the Indian 
membership to part with their land, and we are quite sure that he is in 
possession of a great number of canceled checks which will definitely 
»rove some of our statements in this letter to you and your committee. 
The president of this tribe is also in possession of several pieces of in- 
formation and evidence that would be of value to your committee and 
also has a list of individuals of this tribe who should be called upon 
to testify before your committee under the penalty of law as to the 
nature of business as it was transacted beginning with 1943 and ending 
in 1954. We have made many attempts through different sources to 
get someone to do something about the manner in which land trans- 
actions were being carried out during the latter period, but it seems 
as though politics entered the picture and nothing could be done. 

We sincerely hope that your committee will go into this phase in 
your hearing to uncover many injustices done to the membership of 
this tribe. Wealso hope that you will feel free to call upon our regu- 
lar counsel, Mr. Marvin J. Sonosky, 1028 Connecticut Avenue, Wash- 
ington, D. C., for any further information and questions you may 
have to ask. 

With these comments we submit to you the tribal report on your 
request, and are sincerely sorry that we are 1 week late in submitting 
this questionnaire. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ropert BuRNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Siouw Tribe. 
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ROSEBUD SIOUX TRIBE 


QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE Disposition AND ACQUISITION OF INDIAN 
LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land : 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? How many 
acres in trust ? 

The records of 1947 were kept by calendar year instead of fiscal 
year. On January 1, 1947, there were 90,071 acres of land in tribal 
ownership. All was in trust and none in fee. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 ? 

January 1, 1947, 979,172 acres. 

3 to 10 inclusive. See tables. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31,1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? How 
many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

July 1, 1957, 336,079 acres (includes 65,756 acres of executive assign- 
ments). All was in trust. None in fee. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ¢ 

June 30, 1957, 628,625 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which have 
affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termination 
acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). What 
study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the tribal 
council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? Please 
elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

There have been no special acts that we know of affecting the Rose- 
bud Reservation in the acquisition and disposal of lands, except that 
we estimate that approximately 10 patents have been issued over the 
last 10 years by private acts of Congress. We do not know for sure 
how many private acts have been passed because our records are not 
kept so that they can be easily found. 

No special study has been made of the effect of sales, however, the 
rincipal difficulty noticed so far is in the management of range units. 
Where a few tracts are sold in a range unit, it is extremely difficult, if 

not impossible, to maintain proper range management and the alloca- 
tion of land for Indian use. This due to the fact that large unbroken 
tracts are necessary for an economic ranch unit and an individual buy- 
ing checkerboard tracts across the reservation exercises considerable 
control. It is apparent that as Indian land is sold Indians will con- 
gregate on tracts of tribal land. This has not developed to the point 
where the exact effect can be determined. It has some good points 
in that they move close to schools, good source of water, etc., which 
is beneficial. 
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The Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council has passed many resolutions in 
the past 10 years concerning the acquisition and disposal of land. 
We cite the following, some of which are still in the waiting status. 

No. 5722, April 9, 1957: Authorized a request to Hon. E, Y. Berry, 
Second District Congressman to introduce a bill in Congress to au- 
thorize the Government to give the tribe title to 9,120 acres of land 
that has been purchased with Indian moneys, proceeds of labor funds. 
(No such bill has passed.) 

No, 5755, September 20, 1957: Authorized president and secretary 
of tribal council to execute a renewal permit on 28,730 acres of sub- 
marginal land. (The permit was approved on November 21, 1957.) 

No. 5756, September 20, 1957: Relating to the restoration of admin- 
istrative lands to the tribe. (An active issue, but incomplete. 

No. 5802, January 29, 1958: Delegated authority to the president of 
the tribal council to negotiate with the Government for the purchase 
of 28,730 acres of submarginal land and 9,000 acres of other Govern- 
ment-owned land. (An active issue, but incomplete.) 

No. 5805, March 5, 1958: To revoke any authority given any sub- 
ordinate organization to approve the exchange of tribal-owned land 
for non-Indian deeded land, and to petition the Department of In- 
terior to reject all such pending applications. (Provisions are being 
accomplished, but still incomplete. ) 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands, 
with particular reference to the following facets of the problem: 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

The tribe has obtained fractional interests in approximately 800 
allotments on the reservation. Such negotiations have been made by 
the Tribal Land Enterprise, a subordinate tribal organization charged 
with the responsibility of managing the tribal land programs. The 
tribal interest places certain restrictions upon the heirs owning the 
remaining interests; such as, a patent-in-fee cannot be issued, the land 
cannot be put up for sale to the public by sealed bids, and, if the tribe 
holds the majority interests, they might negotiate the lease or permit. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien 
Indians. 

About 125 non-Indian heirs hold fractional interests in Indian land 
on which patents-in-fee have not been issued. We estimate that we 
have effected issuance of patents to about 25 non-Indian heirs to frac- 
tional interests. When a tract of land wherein a non-Indian holds an 
interest is put up for advertised sale, the non-Indian share cannot be 
included in the advertisement. The buyer must deal with him di- 
rectly and outside the agency. We estimate about 2,050 alien Indians 
hold fractional interests in Rosebud allotments, 900 of which are from 
Pine Ridge Reservation adjoining the Rosebud on the west. Such 
ownership causes a little more difficulty in the acquisition and disposal 
of lands than if the heirs were enrolled on this reservation, but the 
respective agencies usually know their whereabouts. 
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(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

We estimate that 6 percent of the Rosebud allotments are held in 
sole interest, the balance being in heirship status. Furthermore, we 
estimate that 5 percent of all allotments involve heirs who are minors. 
Under the act of May 14, 1948 (62 Stat. 236), as interpreted by the 
Solicitor, the Rosebud, and other reservations under the Reorganiza- 
tion Act, must have legal guardians appointed for minors and the 
mentally incompetent, either through the appropriate State court or 
tribal court. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

Extreme difficulty is encountered in leasing multiple-ownership 
lands. The Bureau seems to have no real statutory authority to lease 
lands, and in many, many cases, the 40 or 50 Indian owners are not 
able, for obvious reasons, to negotiate a lease. This causes no end of 
trouble and argument among the various heirs and prospective lessees, 

articularly where 2 or 3 try to lease to different people. An attempt 
is made to handle this matter in the regulations with some success; 
however, as most people who have taken an interest in this matter 
know, there are still many complaints. 

It is practically impossible to sell land where 15 or more heirs are 
involved, due to the fact that we must have an application for sale 
signed by all the heirs and we must have an acceptance of sale signed 
by all of the heirs after the land is sold. In most cases where there 
are several heirs, there is always at least one unprobated estate in- 
volved so that the acceptance or consent of all the heirs is impossible 
to obtain. This, in effect, causes the single-ownership land to be sold 
and the useless multiple-ownership land to be retained; that is, useless 
to the people who own it. 

As for powers of attorney, the Commissioner, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, has set out the following rule: 

No power of attorney shall be accepted from anyone within the continental 
limits of the United States, and whose address is known or obtainable, for use in 
transfers of title to interests in land. 

One difficulty encountered in leasing multiple-heirship land is the 
decision among the heirs as to who will live on the land and enjoy the 
improvements. This problem must be settled by negotiation. The 
Superintendent signs about 75 percent of all leases for some of the 
heirs because they cannot be reached within due time. The Super- 
intendent signs about 1 percent of all leases for heirs who hold a 
minority interest because they cannot reach agreement. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to sell 
heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left minor 
or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe been encouraged 
or permitted to buy such lands? 








INDIAN LAND TRANSACTIONS 801 


“None” is the answer to both questions. The Solicitor has held that 
no such authority exists. The tribe is unable to purchase more land 
because of a shortage of funds. They have passed resolutions on two 
occasions in an effort to borrow $100,000 from the Government. for 
land purchase. No further action was taken on the resolutions by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs because they (the Bureau) said it is against 
their policy. 

PART II—ROSEBUD SIOUX TRIBE 


As pertains to key tracts: 

The tribal council over the years has made many attempts to get the 
Bureau to declare certain areas as consolidated areas because the land 
was held almost 100 percent by Indians. After reading the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs’ report to your committee, we herewith completely con- 
tradict their answer as it pertains to this part. 

Since 1943 the Bureau of Indian Affairs has allowed the Tribal 
Land Enterprise to exchange lands with non-Indians without the con- 
sent of the tribe and as it is stated in documents in the hands of the 
tribe, most of these transactions were prearranged. To give your 
committee background information, we submit the following: 

The Tribal Land Enterprise is a subordinate organization of the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council and its purpose was to consolidate 
tribal lands for Indian use, but very soon after its inception, the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs and the non-Indians of the area began 
maneuvering the organization into a position of a land-exchange 
vehicle with which they could purchase cheap tracts of land scattered 
over the reservation and exchange land with the tribe after the indi- 
vidual had placed his land in the Tribal Land Enterprise for certifi- 
cates of interest. 

To give a specific case, one individual non-Indian purchased a great 
number of tax deeds in Mellette County, S. Dak., and then began his 
campaign with the Bureau and tribal officials to break up a consoli- 
dated Indian area in the southwestern corner of the reservation and 
through this process, he was able to obtain thousands of acres of land 
exchanging with the tribe. In these unscrupulous deals, this indi- 
vidual through various means, received approximately 2 acres from 
the tribe for every 1 that he received in exchange. 

There are many other ramifications that have grown out of this type 
of operation, and we as a tribe are holding the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs completely and fully responsible for their actions in giving 
title to tribal lands to non-Indians without the consent of the tribe. 
Having a great deal of our trouble come from this problem, we would 
respectfully request that your committee make a full, careful study 
of this problem as it exists on the Rosebud Reservation as we are the 
only reservation utilizing this type of operation. And if the com- 
mittee would so desire, this tribe would be very glad to appear before 
your committee to submit their testimony. 
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PART III—ROSEBUD SIOUX TRIBE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

Chairman, board of directors, Tribal Land Enterprise, annual sal- 
ary $3,670: He is elected to the 7-member board of directors by the 
shareholders for a 3-year term. The board members then elect him 
as chairman. He presides over all official meetings of the board and 
shareholders and is the full-time head of the technical staff of office 
workers, interviews the public, and acts for the board in certain 
capacities as authorized. 

Fiscal clerk, annual salary, $3,500: He does the accounting work 
as it concerns records, budget, receipts, and expenditures, and the 
certificates of interest. 

Clerk-stenographer (secretary), annual salary, $3,260: She takes 
dictation, types, distributes letters, maintains files on cases, types 
cases, reports, and other routine material. 

Clerk, annual salary, $3,260: He does general typing, searches rec- 
ords, assembles data for the chairman, and other general work as 
directed. 

Tribal land appraiser, daily rate, $10: He searches agency and 
county records for data, inspects the land, checks comparable sales 
in the area, and prepares a formal appraisal report to all tribally 
owned land involved in a conveyance. 

Board of directors: The chairman is on annual salary as stated 
above. The president and treasurer of the tribal council are auto- 
matically members by reason of their offices, and with no additional 
wage. Presently, the tribal council secretary is on the board at no 
additional wage. The remaining 3 members are on a per diem rate 
of $10 when they meet. The board has regular monthly meetings, 
with about an equal number of special meetings per year. 

The total annual salaries for the 4 regular employees is $13,690. 
The amount paid the appraiser is almost equal to a regular employee. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

None. All agency realty personnel are on civil service. The Tribal 
Land Enterprise staff (No. 1, above) are under the general supervision 
of the agency realty branch chief by reason of the superintendent’s 
responsibility in supervising and coordinating all land transactions. 

3. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advise the council with regard to tribal real-estate activ- 
ities? Explain fully. 

No. See Nos. 5 and 7, below. 
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4, Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
authority to approve tribal real-estate activities? Explain fully. 

No. See No.5, below. 

5. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 
Explain fully. 

es. The tribal land committee is made up of five members who 
review all cases involving the acquisition, disposal, or other change 
in status of the tribal-owned land. They make recommendations to 
the tribal council. They do not perform the technical operations 
involved. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities? Explain fully. 
If the Bureau has disapproved such employment, explain why. 

None. The situation has not been approached by the tribe or the 
Bureau locally. 

7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a Tribal Land Enterprise or 
similar organization? If so, discuss the history and effectiveness of 
such organization. 

Under No. 1, above, we have listed the staff members of the Tribal 
Land Enterprise. The Tribal Land Enterprise is a subsidiary organ- 
ization under the tribal council, but with its own board of directors. 
It was organized in 1943 under authority of sections 4, 16, and 17 of 
the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984). 

The purposes and objectives of the Tribal Land Enterprise: We 
submit herewith as exhibit E a copy of the bylaws, and direct your 
attention to page 1 for a statement of the purposes and objectives of 
the organization. 

The Tribal Land Enterprise program is based upon stock which is 
called certificates of interest which are issued in lieu of cash for land 
purchased by the tribe. The certificate of interest program is ex- 
plained in the bylaws of the Tribal Land Enterprise. 

The Tribal Land Enterprise has been effective in its purposes to a 
certain extent, but quite naturally, there is a difference of opinion 
concerning the operation and its effectiveness. At the outset of this 
program the intent and purposes were very definite but were not car- 
ried out with the original intent. 

The tribe, through the Tribal Land Enterprise, has acquired 270,- 
823 acres (see No. 11, pt. I above) of land most of which was in 
heirship status. However, the increase in heirship holdings of land 
exceeds the ability of the Tribal Land Enterprise to purchase be- 
cause of the lack of funds. The tribe, through the Tribal Land 
Enterprise, has assigned great blocks of land to individual Indians in 
the beginning of the program and has stepped on other tribal mem- 
bers’ toes in doing so. A great number of errors having to do with 
the management of the Tribal Land Enterprise were very evident 
in its early history, and no steps were taken to correct these mistakes 
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until this administration came into office in 1954. This tribe would 
like to correct the report of the Bureau of Indian Affairs made at 
Rosebud Agency, S. Dak., concerning the wisdom of purchasing frac- 
tional interests in 800 tracts involving 62,340 acres. These frac- 
tional tracts of land were purchased with a great deal of thought in 
mind and most were purchased after a study had been made in the 
area in which the heirship land was located. 

The ramifications involved in the management of the Tribal Land 
Enterprise were made in the past by the dictatorial management of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs. We use “dictatorial” as a word with 
which we describe the actions of the past simply because no move 
could be made at that time by the board of directors without having 
to beg the superintendent for his approval. That is now in the past 
but had a great deal to do with the transactions that were taking 
place from 1948 to 1953. A close study by the committee should be 
made of this overall program. 

8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real- 
estate operations over the Bureau? Please comment on the dif- 
ferences in effectivness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

There have been no recent instructions relating to a division of 
real-estate operations between the Bureau and the tribe. However, 
we have made the following division of duties locally. 

(a) Bureau of Indian Affairs, Acquisition and Disposal Section, 
will handle the following types of cases : 

(1) Patents-in-fee titles to the grantee. 

(2) Land sales. This includes all advertised sales, all nego- 
tiated sales between Indians, or between Indians and non-Indians 
as such sales concern allotted land. (This section will not handle 
certificates of interest in any phase of their use, and will not be 
concerned with the sale, purchase, or management of land passing 
to or from the tribe, except that the tribe has the privilege of 
submitting sealed bids at an advertised sale.) 

(3) Exchanges of land, except those cases involving tribal 
land. 

(4) Partitionments. 

(5) Removal of restrictions. 

(6) Certificates of competency. 

(6) The Tribal Land Enterprise staff will be responsible for han- 
dling the technical details in connection with the management and 
conveyance of tribal land, as follows: 

(1) Land sale to the tribe or other Indian for certificates of 
interest. Negotiated sales of fractional interests to the tribe for 
cash or certificates of interest. 
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(2) Assignments of tribal land with land committee and tribal 
council assistance as required. 
(3) Exchanges involving tribal land. 

The chief difference in effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations is in the 
ability of the personnel. Bureau employees are more experienced and their train- 
ing is enhanced by a closer contact with the work of a well-organized program 
based upon written regulations. The tribal employees are local Indians whose 
experience and ability are affected by a more frequent turnover, and by the lack 
of written regulations covering every phase of the technical field. 

The last paragraph above is the stated opinion of the personnel of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs here at the Rosebud Agency, South 
Dakota. For the committee’s information “the lack of written regu- 
lations covering every phase of the technical fields” is a reflection upon 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs simply because they have failed to imple- 
ment the needed regulations to cover the operations of the Tribal Land 
Enterprise of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe. We emphasize this because 
after 15 years of operation, only recently this tribe was forced to send 
into our area office and the central office in Washington four cases as 
examples to the Bureau simply to make a decision as to whether this 
land already in tribal status needed to have an appraisal made by the 
Bureau appraiser or whether or not it needed only the appraisal of 
our tribal appraiser, and also these cases were sent to Washington so 
that a decision could be reached after 15 years of operation as to 
whether or not the superintendent or area director would approve of 
these transactions. 
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ByLaws—TrisaL LAND ENTERPRISE, ROSEBUD INDIAN RESERVATION, ADOPTED BY 
THE Rosesup Sroux TrrsaL CouNncrL AprRIL 6, 1943 


Revised October 6, 1943, approved by the Office of the Secretary of the Interior 
December 15, 1943; revised February 19, 1954, approved by the Office of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs July 8, 1955 


ORGANIZATION 


(1) The Rosebud Sioux Tribe having been incorporated, hereby authorizes 
a subordinate organization under the tribal council to be known as the Tribal 
Land Enterprise, henceforth known in these bylaws and official documents 
pertaining to the tribal lands as TLE, through which this plan will function. 


AUTHORITY 


(2) Sections 4, 16, 17 of the act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) as well as 
the Rosebud constitution and charter provide authority for the establishment 
of this subsidiary organization. 

Article IV, section 1 (n) of the Résebud constitution provides that the tribal 
council has the authority “to charter subordinate organizations for economic 
purposes and to regulate the activities of all cooperative associations of 
members of the tribe.” Section 5 (b) of the Rosebud charter provides that 
subject to certain limitations, the tribe has the following corporated powers: 
“To purchase, take by gift, bequest or otherwise, own, hold, manage, operate, 
and dispose of property of every description * * *.” Section 5 (c) provides 
that the tribe may “* * * issue interest in corporate property in exchange 
for restricted Indian land, the forms of such interest to be approved by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly authorized representative. (Ap- 
proved January 28, 1947.) 

PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES 


(3) To effect a plan to remedy the situation of increasing infractionation 
of ownership interests in allotted lands resulting from probate procedure. 

(4) To provide a plan to consolidate individual ownership interests in 
restricted land in furtherance of economic enterprises. 

(5) To develop a land-management plan for the economic interests of members 
of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe who participate in this plan. 

(6) To provide for the preservation and safeguarding of the values in in- 
dividual ownership equities in land. 

(7) To provide a simplified process by which an individual may exchange 
his land holdings for areas adapted to his ambitions for economic enterprise 
through the flexible use of certificates of interest in the Tribal Land Enterprise. 

(8) To utilize lands under the control of the tribe for the development of 
economic enterprises within the various communities of Indians on the reser- 
vation. 

(9) To provide for an adequate system of keeping records and of accounting 
in connection with the operation and management of this plan. 

(10) To provide a long term land buying program which would benefit members 
of the tribe. 

MEMBERSHIP 


(11) TLE shall be operated by the Rosebud Sioux Tribe as a subordinate tribal 
enterprise: Provided, That only members of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe shall be 
considered a member by virtue of the tribal lands placed under the operation 
and management of the enterprise: And provided further, That individual 
members of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe shall be members of the TLE by virtue of 
having conveyed land or interests in land to the United States in trust for the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and having received in exchange certificates of interest 
in TLE, or come into ownership of such certificates as provided in sections 27 
and 30 thereof. 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 


(12) There shall be a board of directors composed of 7 members of the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe, as follows: The president of the tribal council, the treas- 
urer of the tribal council, and 5 members of the tribe who shall be bonded for 
$1,500 for their term of office and who shall pay for their own bond. A vacancy 
in the post of any 1 of these 5 last mentioned members of the board of direc- 
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tors shall be filled by election by holders of certificates of interest in TLE at 
regular or special meetings of holders of certificates of interest to serve a term 
of 3 years or until his successor shall have been elected: Provided, however, 
That such vacancy may be filled by temporary appointment by the board of direc- 
tors and such temporary appointment shall be a member of the tribe and shall 
serve until a regular or special meeting of the holders of certificates of interest 
in the Tribal Land Enterprise (amendment approved by sec. 1, pt. 34). The 
Superintendent shall be an advisory member of the board of directors without 
the right to vote. 


Officers of board of directors 


(13) The board of directors, from its own membership, shall elect a chair- 
man, a vice chairman, and a secretary, all of whom shall be members of the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and who shall serve until their term on the board expires, 
unless otherwise removed from office for due cause. 

Meetings 

(14) The board of directors shall meet regularly once each month at the Rose- 
bud Indian Agency at a time agreed upon by the board of directors and shall be 
subject to calls for special meetings by the chairman or the Superintendent on 
3 days’ notice. The chairman shall preside at meetings of the board of directors, 
or, in his absence, the vice chairman shall preside. The secretary shall keep 
a record of proceedings of the board of directors and through such records keep 
the tribal council informed of the board’s proceedings. 


Voting 


(15) All members of the board of directors enumerated shall have equal voice 
in matters coming before them for decision. Five members present at any 
meeting of the board of directors shall constitute a quorum to do business. A 
majority vote of those present shall rule on all questions. 


Compensation of the board of directors 


(16) Members of the board of directors who are not otherwise receiving a 
salary from the Government or the tribe may be paid a per day rate as fixed 
by the holders of certificates of interest at their annual meeting for each day 
they devote to TLE matters. The per diem of the board of directors shall be 
determined by holders of certificates of interest at annual meetings provided for 
in section 42 of these bylaws. This per diem is authorized from funds to the credit 
of TLE. Claim for per diem shall be certified by the chairman of the board of 
directors. : 


Powers of the board of directors 


(17) The board of directors is hereby empowered to act, subject to the approval 
of the Superintendent, for TLE in behalf of the tribe and holders of certificates 
of interest in TLE on all policies, stipulations and land transactions as enumer- 
ated in these bylaws or as may hereafter be authorized in accordance with 
section 45 hereof. Any action not approved by the Superintendent may be sub- 
mitted by the board of directors to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly 
authorized representative, for review and decision. The board of directors shall 
establish in written form criteria, which will be used as a guide in securing 
information to determine eligibility and priority for assignment of TLE lands. 
Information so gathered shall be made in writing and shall be treated as confi- 
dential and shall be made a part of the permanent record of the case. 


CERTIFICATION OF DOCUMENTS 


(18) The chairman of the board of directors is hereby designated as the certi- 
fying officer to sign all official documents of TLE. In case the chairman is 
unable for any reason, the vice chairman is authorized to act in his stead. 


LANDS 
Management of tribal lands 


(19) TLE is authorized to enter into an agreement or agreements with the 
Rosebud Tribal Council to manage such tribal lands as the tribal administra- 
tive reserve, and such other tracts of land as are, on the date of approval of 
these bylaws, being used for community purposes or projects shall not be in- 
cluded in this plan: And provided further, That in the approval of these by- 
laws, the tribe authorizes an agreement with TLE to manage and operate, sub- 
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ject to the approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly author- 
ized representative (approved by Secretary January 28, 1947), all lands now 
in tribal ownership, or which may come into tribal ownership from any source, 
exclusive of tribal timber reserve, administrative reserve, tracts of land being 
used for community projects, community parks, community buildings, Indian 
dance halls, churches, cemeteries; such agreements or agreement shall be 
revokable by the tribal council upon approval of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or his duly authorized representative (approved by Secretary, January 
28, 1947), upon 6 months notice to TLE of intention of such revocation. Revo- 
cation of such agreements shall be subject to any existing assignments, leuse, 
or permit on the land involved. When such revocation becomes effective, the 
certificates of interest of the tribe in TLE shall be reduced in the amount of 
interests representing the land involved. 


Homes assignments 

(20) Any agreement for management of tribal lands shall not abrogate the 
provisions of sections (5) and (6) of article 8 of the Rosebud constitution and 
bylaws pertaining to home assignment, and when TLE may be affected by 
withdrawals of land for home assignments, proper adjustment of its records 
and accounts shall be made to provide for same. 


Conveyances of restricted land and interests in restricted land 


(21) Any owner of restricted land or interests in restricted land on the Rose- 
bud Sioux Reservation may convey, in the presence of two witnesses of his 
choice, with the consent of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or his duly 
authorized representative (approved January 28, 1947), such land or interest 
in land to the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; 
said conveyance being conditional upon the issuance of certificates of interest 
in TLE, based upon the current market value of such land or interest in land: 
Provided, That nothing in this section or in these bylaws shall be construed to 
affect or change the ownership status of lands of persons in the Armed Forces 
without their full consent. 


Conveyances of unrestricted land 

(22) Any member of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe who owns unrestricted land 
may convey such land, with the consent and approval of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, or his duly authorized representative (approved January 28, 
1947), to the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; 
provided such conveyance is cleared of all encumbrances thereon by the pay- 
ment thereof. TLE is authorized to liquidate such encumbrances and to issue 
to the conveyor certificates of such interests as shall represent the difference 
between the appraised value of the lands so conveyed and the amount of en- 
cumbrances liquidated by TLE. 


Assignment of land for community use 

(23) TLE is authorized to set aside areas of land under its control and make 
assignments of such areas to recognized communities for the specific use of such 
communities in the development of economic enterprises or other community 
use. However, such assignments must be compensated for by the deposit of 
certificates of interest in TLE or by outright rental, or a combination of both. 


Use of surplus lands 

(24) Lands not otherwise assigned or leased for use to members of the tribe, 
either as associations or individual members, may be ieased to non-Indians, 
for terms not to exceed 5 years, provided such leases are made subject to can- 
cellation at the end of any lease year should such land be assigned. The same 
regulations which govern the leasing of other trust lands shall be applicable 
to these lands. 


Appraisals 

(25) Lands to be accepted by TLE shall be appraised, and certificates of 
interest in TLE shall be issued to the respective owners thereof, on a current 
market basis. The board of directors of TLE and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, or his duly authorized representative, shall each designate an appraiser 
to determine the value of each tract, or allotment, or land contemplated for 
acceptance under this plan. The appraiser designated by TLE is to protect 
the interest of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and the appraiser designated by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or his duly authorized representative, is to pro- 
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tect the interests of the individual Indians who may transfer their lands in 
exchange for certificates of interest or assignments. Land capabilities, along 
with the other factors, shall be the basis of making appraisals. 


Assignment of land 


(26) TLE may assign land under its control to members of the trive. An 
individual or cooperative association receiving such assignments of tribal land 
will be required to surrender to the tribe certificates of interest in TLE equal to 
the current market value of such lands assigned. Such canceled certificates 
shall remain on deposit with TLE during the period such lands remain in the 
possession of such individual or cooperative association. Certificates of interest 
so surrendered for assignments shall not be eligible to share in any net earnings, 
nor shall such surrendered certificates of interest be voted in the conduct of the 
business of TLE. Any improvements placed upon such land under assignment 
by the assignee shall remain the property of the assignee. 

Likewise, any improvements belonging to the land assigned shall be inventoried 
to the assignee, but such improvements shall remain a part of the land (amend- 
ment approved by Secretary of the Interior, January 28, 1947) (Land-Ten. and 
Acq. 17937-42-310, sec. 1, pt. 84). Certificates so surrendered shall be canceled. 
New lieu certificates will be issued in the event assignment is forfeited or 
relinquished back to the tribe. 


CERTIFICATES OF INTEREST 


Issuance of certificates of interest 


(27) TLE is authorized to issue certificates of interest in the tribal land 
enterprise, classes A and B in accordance with the following provisions: 

(a) There shall be issued, to the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, class A certificates 
of interest in TLE for the appraised value of land, the management and 
operation of which is assigned by the tribe to TLE. 

(b) For lands or interests in land conveyed by individual members of the 
tribe to the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe, 
there shall be issued class A certificates of interest in TLE to said individual 
for the appraised value of such land or interest in land. 

(c) In the conveyance of land under the provisions of these bylaws, 
TLE may accept interests in land of Indian nonmembers of the Rosebud 
Sioux Tribe for which class B certificates of interest in TLE may be issued 
for the appraised valuation thereof. 

(d) In the transfer of class A certificates of interest to nonmembers of 
the Rosebud Sioux Tribe through probate, such certificates shall be converted 
to class B certificates of interest. 

(e) In the transfer of class B certificates of interest to members of the 
Rosebud Sioux Tribe through probate or purchase, such interests shall be 
converted to class A certificates of interest. 

(f) Class B certificates of interest shall be entitled to participate in net 
earnings on the same basis as class A certificates of interest, but shall not 
entitle the holder thereof to membership in TLE nor the right to vote such 
interests. 

(g) Class B certificates of interest shall be subject to liquidation or 
redemption through purchase by TLE at the discretion or upon demand 
of the board of directors of the TLE. 


Value of interests 


(28) Certificates of interest in TLE are to be issued in units, whose unit value 
will be determined by the current Bureau of Agriculture economic real-estate 
market price for South Dakota, such index to be determined at or as near as 
possible to January 1 of each year. The certificate-of interest value, as a result 
of the determination of such an index, thus placed on certificates of interest will 
remain without change until the following year, when a new index will be 
determined. The base value (1943 period) per certificate of interest will be 
$1 per interest. 

(29) The tribal-land enterprise is authorized to purchase land from any 
available funds to its credit and that title to lands thus purchased shall be 
taken in the name of the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud 
Sioux Tribe. Certificates of interest will not be issued to the tribe when pur- 
chases are made from TLE earnings. 
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Probate of interests 


(30) If, in probate, interests in TLE are fractionated, the Rosebud Sioux 
Tribe is authorized to purchase such interests. TLE is authorized to act for 
the tribe in such transactions. 


Transferability of certificates 

(31) Except as provided in sections 27 and 30 hereof, certificates of interest 
in the tribal land enterprise shall be transferable only to the tribe or its mem- 
bers, subject to approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly 
authorized representative (approved by secretary, January 28, 1947). Any 
and all such transfers of certificates of interest must be accomplished in the 
TLE office. Also, unless certificates of interest are on file in the TLE office they 
will not be eligible to be voted or to receive dividend payments whenever such 
payments are made to holders of certificates. 


Distribution of net earnings 
(32) Distribution of net earnings shall be made semiannually as of April 1 


and October 1 of each year from net earnings of TLE for the year ending 


October 1 to holders of certificates of interest in TLE as of record and eligibility 
on April 1 or October 1 of that year. The distribution of net earnings as of 
April 1 shall not exceed 2 percent of certificates-of-interest value, and the dis- 
tribution of net earnings as of October 1 shall be the balance from net earnings 
from TLE for the year ending October 1, remaining after adequate reserves 
have been established by the board of directors for (a) depreciation, (0b) re- 
serve for contingencies, (c) normal cash operating reserves, (@) purchase of 
lands during the ensuing 12 months, (e) purchase of TLE certificates during 
the ensuing 12 months, (f) payment of indebtedness. No earnings will be paid 
on certificates which are not on deposit for record and safekeeping in the TLE 
office. 

During the first 10 years of operation of TLH, distribution of net earnings to 
be made on interests owned by the tribe shall be credited to the account of TLE 
and shall be subject to the order of the board of directors for use in the purchase 
of fractional equities in land, purchase of interests in TLE, purchase of lands 
and miscellaneous expenditures in connection with conducting the business of 
TLE, and during this 10-year period such net earnings be subject to liquidating 
the tribal land from the United States. At any time from the date these bylaws 
are approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly authorized repre- 
sentative (approved Jan. 28, 1947), the tribal council is authorized to initiate 
amendments to these bylaws, making provisions for future equities of the tribe 
in lands herein authorized for assignment to TLE for management and operation, 


Purchase of interests 


(33) The Rosebud Sioux Tribe is authorized to purchase certificates of interest 
in TLE (upon the approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly 
authorized representative (approved by Secretary, Jan. 28, 1947). TLE is author- 
ized to act for the tribe in such transactions. Also, certificates of interest may 
be purchased with TLE funds. However, all purchases of certificates of interest 
for the tribe or TLE must be made on the basis of current market value as indi- 
cated in section 28 of these bylaws. Certificates of interest purchased with TLE 
funds must be offered for resale at current market value to any eligible member 
of the tribe who desires to secure certificates for application on assignment of 
TLE land. 


USE OF CERTIFICATES AS COLLATERAL AND SECURITY 
Rental, tribal lands 


(34) TLE may accept assignment of anticipated distribution of net earnings 
of certificates of interest in TLE as security for rental of land within its control, 
or TLE may accept certificates of interest in TLE in payment of such rental. 


Rental, other lands 


- (35) Members of the tribe who rent land owned by other members of the tribe 
may assign anticipated net earnings on certificates of interest in TLE as security 
for such rentals, and by this process meet the requirements for bond. 
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Security on loans 


(36) Members of the tribe who hold loans from the tribal credit revolving fund 
may assign anticipated net earnings on certificates of interest in TLE, which may 
be accepted either as partial or total security on such loan at the discretion of 
the tribal corporation credit committee. 


Grazing fees 


(37) Where grazing permits are granted to members of the tribe on lands 
eontrolled by TLE, certificates of interest in TLE may be accepted in payment 
of grazing fees. 


Accounting 


(38) Funds collected for TLE shall be deposited in an individual Indian money 
account at the Rosebud Indian Agency or such other depository acceptable to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the tribal council. TLE shall keep an 
appropriate record of all land transactions, even though this may duplicate any 
record thereof maintained by the Department of the Interior. 


Forms 


(39) The board of directors shall cause appropriate forms to be prepared for 
use in the execution of the various transactions involved in the operation of TLE. 


AUDIT 


(40) The tribal council shall cause an annual audit to be made on the accounts 
and records of TLE. Such audit shall be made previous to the annual meeting 
of the holders of class A certificates of interest in the Tribal Land Enterprise. A 
report of such audit shall be made and filed at such meeting. 


Liquidation 


(41) In the event it becomes necessary to abandon and to liquidate TLE, 
holders of class A certificates of interest in TLE shall be entitled to an assign- 
ment from lands held by the United States of America in trust for the Rosebud 
Sioux Tribe equal to the certificates, based upon the appraised valuation of said 
land at the time the same was assigned to TLE for management and operation 
in such proportion as may be determined by the holders of certificates of interest 
at a meeting called for that purpose, such proportionate determinations to be 
subject to approval of the tribal council and of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or his duly authorized representatives (approved by Secretary, January 
28, 1947). Class B certificates of interest shall be entitled to liquidation through 
leasehold agreements on tribal lands, or on a cash basis from funds to the credit 
to TLE, and/or from rental returns from tribal land, subject to the same pro- 
portions as determined for class A certificates. 


Annual meeting 


(42) A meeting of the holders of certificates of interest in TLE shall be con- 
vened annually on a date set by TLE and notices of said annual meeting shall 
be mailed to all holders of certificates of interest in TLE on record 30 days prior 
to said annual meeting. 

Notices of said meeting shall be posted at the Rosebud Indian Agency and at 
all community centers 30 days prior to said meeting. At said annual meeting 
TLE shall render a detailed report of the status of Tribal Land Enterprise and of 
business transacted during last fiscal year ended, including a financial statement 
for TLE special meetings of holders of certificates of interest in TLE may be called 
by TLE, and upon a petition signed by holders of certificates of interest in TLD 
representing 25 percent of outstanding certificates of interest of record, TLE 
shall be required to call a special meeting of holders of certificates of interest. 
Thirty days’ notice of special meeting shall state specifically the business to be 
considered. Any changes in policy or management of land and amendments to 
bylaws are eligible for consideration at the annual meeting, and at special meet- 
ing if specified in notice for special meetings. Proposed amendments to bylaws 
will be submitted to the tribal council for action and aproval of the Commissioner 
ef Indian Affairs or his duly authorized representative (approved by Secretary 
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January 28, 1947). Voting at all meetings of holders of certificates of interest 
in TLE shall be on a basis of certificates of interest represented and such interests 
voted must be voted in person by the owners of said interests as of record; pro- 
vided further that guardians may vote the interests of minors or mentally incom- 
petent whose interests they represent. Voting of tribal certificates of interest 
will be on a basis of prorating, for voting purposes, among members of the tribal 
council present at the meeting. Prorating of such votes will be done on an equal 
basis to each councilman present. Each councilman shall vote his prorated 
number as individually desired. Voting of interests by proxy shall not be per- 
mitted. A majority vote of the certificates of interest voted on any question shall 
rule. The chairman of the board of directors shall preside at meetings of holders 
of certificates of interest, or in case the chairman is absent, the vice chairman. 


Mazimum limitations 


(483) To assure that the greatest possible number of Rosebud Indian tribal 
members can take advantage of the TLE program and to limit assignment of 
lands to those who are primarily interested in acquiring economic units of their 
own, assignments will be made only to individuals who have less than three sec- 
tions (1,920 acres) of grazing land, or 3 quarter-sections (480 acres) of farm 
lands, or a combination thereof. Calculation of acreages considered shall include 
allotments, inherited acreages, executive assignments, TLE assignments, revoc- 
able assignments, and any and all other trust land held on the Rosebud Reser- 
vation. This clause shall not prohibit exchanges of land for the purposes of 
consolidation or more suitable location. 


Land-use stipulation 


(44) Because of potential obligations the tribe has with regard to taking back 
assignments at same value for which said assignments were originally issued, the 
following land-use clause shall be made a part of all future assignment contracts, 
except in those cases where assignments are in exchange for trust allotments. 

“The assignee agrees to use this land in accord with established tribal and 
Federal land-use regulations which are applicable to range and farmlands 
on the Rosebud Sioux Reservation. Failure on the part of the assignee to 
follow such approved land use practices on this assignment will constitute a 
violation of this assignment contract and shall render such assignment subject 
to cancellation by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council. Cancellation shall require 
final approval of the Secretary of the Interior or his duly authorized repre- 
sentative.” 

Should such assignments be canceled, the assignee would be issued certificates 
equal, in number, to certificates of interest which were surrendered by him 
at the time the assignment was originally made. 


Amendments to these bylaws 


(45) Except as provided in section 32 hereof, amendments to these bylaws shall 
originate in meetings of the holders of certificates of interest in the tribal land 
enterprise or the tribal council. Proposed amendments made by holders of cer- 
tificates of interest are to be submitted to the tribal council for action, and if 
adopted by the tribal council, submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or 
his duly authorized representative (approved by Secretary January 28, 1947), for 
his approval or disapproval. Amendments to these bylaws shall not become effec- 
tive until approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his duly authorized 
representative (approved by Secretary January 28, 1947). In case the tribal 
council fails to endorse amendments thus proposed, the holders of interests may 
submit such amendments directly to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his 
duly authorized representative (approved by Secretary January 28, 1947), for his 
approval or disapproval upon a two-third vote of the interests present and voting 
on said question. Amendments thus adopted and approved shall be in full force 
and effect. 

CERTIFICATION 


We hereby certify the foregoing bylaws for the tribal land enterprise was 
adopted by the Rosebul Sioux Tribal Council at its regular session April 5-7, 
1943, by a vote of 13 for and 8 against: amended at its regular session October 
4-6, 1943, by Resolution No. 682, adopted as of that date; pursuant to authority 
vested in the tribal council by article IV, section 1 (n), of the constitution and 
bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux Tribe and sections 5 (b) and 5 (c) of the charter 
for the Rosebud Sioux Tribe; and corrected by Resolution No. 696 adopted by 
the tribal council at regular session January 19-21, 1944, in accordance with 
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recommendations contained in letter of approval from the Secretary of the 
Interior dated December 14, 1943. Further revisions, included herein, adopted 
by the Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, at special session, February 19, 1954. 
Dan HoLtow Horn BEAR, 
President, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, Chairman, Tribal Executive 
Committee. 
ANTIONE ROUBIDEAUX, 
Secretary, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, Secretary, Tribal Executive 
Committee. 
Approved : 
C. R. WuirLock, Superintendent. 
Approved : 
Oscar L. CHAPMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
Date: December 15, 1943. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., July 8, 1955. 
Mr. Rosert BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Siougrv Tribal Council, 
Rosebud, S. Dak. 
(Through area director, Aberdeen.) 

DEAR Mr. BuRNETTE: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of June 21 in which 
you request an interpretation of the section in the bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux 
tribal land enterprise concerning the voting of the tribal certificates of interest 
at the annual meeting of the holders of certificates. 

Under the revision of these bylaws of February 19, 1954, and approved August 
12, 1954, Section (42): Annual Meeting, states in part as follows: 

“* * * Voting of tribal certificates of interest will be on the basis of prorating, 
for voting purposes, among members of the Tribal Council (italic added) pres- 
ent at the meeting. Prorating of such votes will be done on an equal basis to 
each councilman present. Each councilman shall vote his prorated number as 
individually desired. Voting of interests by proxy shall not be permitted. * * *” 

The language quoted above is clear and concise. There is no authority for 
the board of directors of the tribal land enterprise to vote the tribal certificates 
of interest. The voting of these certificates is specifically reserved to those 
members of the tribal council present at the meeting. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. Barton GREENWOOD, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Copies: Superintendent, Rosebud Agency. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., August 11, 1955. 
Mr. Rosert BURNETTE, 
President, Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council, Rosebud, S. Dak. 
(Through area director, Aberdeen. ) 


DEAR MR. BURNETTE: By letter of July 8, 1955, you were informed of our inter- 
pretation of section (42) of the 1954 revision of the bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux 
tribal and enterprise. On August 12, 1954, we approved these revised bylaws 
subject to the adoption of some suggested additions and amendments. These 
additions and amendments were never formally adopted. 

You are hereby advised that our letter of July 8, 1955, is to be interpreted as an 
unconditional approval, as of that date, of the February 19, 1954, revision of the 
bylaws of the Rosebud Sioux tribal land enterprise. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. BarToN GREENWOOD, Acting Commissioner. 

Copies: Area director, Aberdeen; Superintendent, Rosebud Agency; Mr. 
George Kills In Sight, chairman, board of directors, Rosebud Sioux tribal land 
enterprise (through area director, Aberdeen), with copy of letter of July 8, 1955. 

Transmitted August 15, 1955. 

GLENN R. LANDBLOOM, Assistant Area Director. 








7. SOUTHERN UTE TRIBE 


SourTHERN Ure Tris, 
Ignacio, Colo., June 2, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator Murray: This is in reference to your letter of 
April 17, 1958, requesting certain historical and statistical data con- 
cerning land and land transactions of the Southern Ute Tribe. The 
information contained herein was obtained from the files and records 
of the Consolidated Ute Agency, Ignacio, Colo. 

In your covering letter you asked for an enumeration of all Federal 
land on the reservation which had been acquired from private owners 
since 1930, and requested certain information concerning this par- 
ticular type of land. Please be advised that within the Southern Ute 
jurisdiction 79 tracts have been acquired between the period of 1939 
and 1953, involving a total of 67,965.71 acres, most of which was done 
prior to July 1, 1947. This land was purchased under the authority 
contained in the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 
984) supra. Each tract was acquired for grazing and agricultural 
use in order to consolidate the Indian land pattern, thereby making 
it more usable by the Indian grazers. This land together with the 
surrounding and adjacent Indian land is being used at this time for 
grazing and farming purposes. Practically all of this land so ac- 
quired is still in Indian use; however, there are a few instances where 
improvement leases of short duration are in effect. These leases 
were made in order for the land to be improved for subsequent use by 
the Indian people. 

At the Southern Ute jurisdiction there is a total of 19 tribal em- 
ployees of which two are concerned with land transactions. 

Prior to 1950, the tribe did not participate to any great extent in 
acquisition and disposal activities. However, interest expressed since 
that time in oil and gas leases and resultant tribal income from such 
leases has caused the tribal council to become actively aware of oppor- 
tunities for bettering their social and economic welfare. These ate 
have also returned revenues in a sufficient amount to permit improving 
the tribal land with resultant increase in revenue. 

At the present time, the Southern Ute Tribe has a total of 112 oil 
and gas leases involving 135,122.22 acres. 

As requested in your letter we are submitting herewith an original 
and one copy of the requested report. If we can be of further service, 
please advise. 

Sincerely yours, 
Joun E. Baker, 
Chairman, Southern Ute Tribal Council. 
816 
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SOUTHERN UTE TRIBE 





ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
Inp1aAn LANpDs IN THE Last 10 YEARS 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
There were 280,337.76. 

rv many acres in trust ? 

All. 


How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individ- 
ual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 ? 

There were 13,814.71. 

8. How many transactions and acres by which tribal or individually 
owned lands were disposed of were consummated during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 1947? 


Fiscal year Number of Acres 
transactions 
I os seh is stein seagate a dsiness Sak dndiddelenaleana aaa aaa 6 1, 827. 13 
Dich ccudsesuseahqcasedieneshsbanntegnnnnibéindehadsabaesiebedkebiomnan 1 6€3. 63 
FORE iin dadacddatnndcssicdcéncetuvbiocns dundaneitabaceodlokgdcéiedeninin 1 160. 00 


4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

See answer to question 3, above, for acreage. 

5. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

All 8 transactions were exchanges. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

Acreage figures shown in answer to question 3, above. All trans- 
actions were exchanges. 

7. How many transactions and acreage by which tribal or individual 
Indian lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal 
year since July 1, 1947? 














Number Number 
Fiscal year of trans- Acreage Fiscal year of trans- Acreage 
actions actions 
\] 
EE ta 29 15, 253. 27 | Ts: cscodaiesintionaaiiee Midammiaines 9 1, 974. 08 
ee soda oiled eieraatataiedel 14 5 Gis. OF Ur Pein chccudcsmebbaataniinn 12 1, 200. 00 
ht ae ee 14 2, 144. 72 | BUD, csincnirdnartidieiabis. i 160. 06 


8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

See answer to question 7 above. The acreage is given on a fiscal 
year basis as all records are maintained on this basis. 
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9. Give the numbers of transactions and acreages for each year 
which will be shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the 
type of transaction. 


Number | 








Fiscal year of trans- Acreage Type of transaction 
actions 
| 
isesansiness 17 3,020.40 | From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
8, 286.98 | Purchase of fee lands by the tribe; title taken in trust. 
6 3, 845.89 | From fee status to tribal trust; acquired by exchange. 
Wnsssthensae. 10 1, 157.97 | From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
4) 1, 760.00 | Purchase of fee lands by the tribe; title taken in trust. 
iccecnaiendstpniianscoas 14 2, 144.72 | From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
eR cnahy tesuacin 5 680. 00 Do. 
1, 134. 08 | Purchase of fee lands by tribe; title taken in trust. 
1 | 160.00 | From fee stats to tribal trust; acquired by exchange. 
in sictiaeae 12 1, 200. 00 From individual Indians to tribe; title taken in trust. 
Be dentie suet 1 160. 00 Do. 





10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See answer to question 9 above. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957? 

There were 301,387.10. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

All lands in trust. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

None. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 5,291 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

Acquisition of land made under the Indian Reorganization Act of 
June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) supra. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

There has not been any study made for the purpose to determine 
the cause and effect of the sales of lands. Actually there have been 
no sales from tribal trust to fee except lands involved in exchanges. 

Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject ? 

The tribal council has not passed or considered any resolution of a 
general nature. However, each sale of exchange has received the 
approval of the tribal council and said approval was signified by the 
passage of a resolution covering each particular transaction. 

Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

Since there were no general resolutions covering the subject we 
are unable to include any in this report. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship or multiple-owner- 
ship problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

The heirship or multiple-ownership problem at this jurisdiction 
has not as yet presented any great amount of difficulty with the ex- 
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ception of one case which is now pending wherein the tribe owns an 
undivided one-half interest in a tract of land and a non-Indian 
(adopted) heir of an enrolled member of the tribe owns the other 
one-half undivided interest. It has been possible heretofore to obtain 
the cooperation of all beneficiaries in any land transaction, with the 
one exception cited. There has not been any partitionment of 
individual Indian lands as of now. Most of the allotments in this 
jurisdiction were made in 1898. Therefore, the heirs of the original 
allottees consist in the most part of the direct descendants. There 
has not been any use made of the Secretary’s authority to sell heir- 
ship lands when the owners have died intestate and have left minor 
or incompetent heirs. ‘The tribe as you will note from the foregoing 
has been actively engaged in acquiring allotted interests and this 
practice will likely continue. 


PART II—SOUTHERN UTE TRIBE 


In answer to part II it is our opinion that there has not been any 
key tracts of land acquired or disposed of under the present land 
program. The tracts that have been acquired are what would be 
termed ordinary run-of-the-mill land of no particular value due to 
their location or otherwise. The land pattern at this jurisdiction 
does not consist of tribal areas within which there are alienated indi- 
vidual lands that would have an influence on the use made of tribal 
land surrounding such individual tracts. 


PART IlTI—SOUTHERN UTE TRIBE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, annual 
salary, and nature of work. 

em realty clerk, $3,333 per annum: Does clerical and stenographic 
work, 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose sal- 
ary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary, amount of salary 
paid by tribe, and nature of work. 

One real-property assistant, $5,440 per annum: Full amount paid by 
the Southern Ute Tribe from appropriated tribal funds. (This is a 
civil-service position.) Takes care of all realty transactions. 

3. The tribe does not have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant except that they do have a tribal general counsel who 
advises on the legal aspects of real-estate transactions. In addition, 
there is the real-property assistant, cited in question 2 above, whose 
duty it is to advise in connection with his work. 

4. The tribal council considers all real-estate activities before any 
action is taken thereon. Each action of any import is covered by a 
tribal resolution signifying the action to be taken. 

5. The tribal council does not have any committee which advises in 
regard to tribal real-estate activities. See question 4 above. 
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6. The tribe has not employed any private consultants to study any 
of the particular phases of its real-estate activities. The tribe with the 
assistance of the Indian Bureau has completed a rehabilitation plan 
which provides for investment of its money received from settlement 
- or claim, as well as current revenue received from oil and gas 
eases. 

7. The tribe does not at this time or has it had a tribal-land enter- 
prise concerned with acquisition, disposals, and leasing of its tribal 
or individual lands. It does, however, have a tribal committee that 
interests itself in tribal-land-use activities as well as assignments of 
tribal land to individual members of the tribe. This amounts to in- 
vestigation and recommending to the council use permits which may be 
granted by the council to tribal members. 

8. We do not understand fully what is meant by question 8. The 
tribe and the Bureau work very closely in all matters involving real 
estate. The trusteeship responsibility of the Government is recognized 
by both the tribe and the Bureau. Every operation involving the sur- 
face or subsurface is thoroughly discussed with and approved by the 
tribal council before any action is taken. The same would be true in 
any matter involving acquisition or disposal of land. 








8. UINTAH AND OURAY 


Tue Ure Inpian Trizez, 
Fort Duchesne, Utah, June 18, 1958. 
Hon. .J ames E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Senator Murray: Pursuant to your request of April 17, 1958, 
I am pleased to submit on behalf of the Ute Tribe the following report. 

All land records of the Uintah and Ouray Reservation are kept 
by the Agency Realty Section and we are indebted to them for the 
statistical information in our report which they furnished to us. 

In about the year 1936, the Ute Indian Tribe received certain moneys 
from the Government as partial payment for oil-shale reserves taken 
for the Government’s future naval supply of petroleum. With these 
funds which totaled some $161,400 and supplemental funds furnished 
by the Government the tribe and the Government initiated its land 
acquisition program. Exhibit I attached shows the lands purchased 
under this program during the years 1937, 1938, 1939, 1940, and 1941. 
These lands were purchased for the tribe from non-Indians and were 
considered to be key tracts of land as they usually controlled water 
needed for livestock on ranges nearby. And tieenh it was thought at 
the time of purchase that the tribe had acquired al. the commensurate 
range rights attached thereto, this was contested by non-Indians in 
the area. This resulted in much furor, confusion, and disputes between 
the Indians and the non-Indians. To settle this controversy the Con- 
gress listened to the appeal of the Indians and set aside some 510,000 
acres of this land as an addition to their reservation, this was ac- 
complished by Public Law 440 of the 80th Congress. 

Immediately following the passage of the Indian Reorganization 
Act in 1934 (68 Stat. 984), the Secretary of the Interior under author- 
ity of that act withdrew from entry the remaining lands of the reserva- 
tion that had been opened to entry. This action was also contested by 
the non-Indians of this area and this controversy raged for 11 years 
until in 1945 (August 25) the Secretary of the Interior restored the 
land (“ceded lands”) containing some 429,000 acres to tribal owner- 
ship. 

Since that time the tribe has continously carried on a small acquisi- 
tion program. The tribe has been careful to consult with county com- 
mission about its overall program and has received their cooperation 
and in return the tribe has been able to keep faith with those com- 
missions in not taking great tracts of land out of a taxable status. By 
methods of exchange we have a a fairly constant acreage. 

We are, however, perturbed about the proposed sales by individuals. 
We bid on some 51 tracts of land that were advertised on July 25, 1957, 
and October of 1957 and were successful in being the high bidder 
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in the majority of the cases. We are grateful to the Realty Division 
of the agency in obtaining options to meet high bids in many cases. 

As a tribe we do not sanction the mass sale of allotments made to 
individual Indians as it destroys their base of operations and they 
come back to the tribe asking for assignments and are usually worse 
off than they had anticipated. We realize that Indians are not all 
inclined to farm as are other peoples but we do feel that it is to his 
advantage to hold on to his real property. The tribe recognizes the 
heirship problem and wishes to help solve it but mass sales will soon 
exhaust the tribe’s land funds and may put the tribe in the position 
of seeing land pass into non-Indian ownership because of a lack of 
sufficient funds to keep pace with the sales. 

We appreciate the interest of your committee in asking for this 
information and we are sorry that we are a few days late in the sub- 
mission of the report as we were waiting for the statistical part 
which was submitted to us on June 13. 

We thank you for the opportunity to express our ideas in this 
perplexing problem. 

Sincerely yours, 
Jason Cucnu, Chairman. 


Exursit I—UINTAH AND OURAY TRIBE 


Acres Considera- 


























Grantor Date 
tion 
[a Serr rr wrirrer sacgemmunenemenegeittit 
Be TENE asic dcedctp cub ccncespoapepehdvaraceheie Apr. 12, 1988.......... | 8,941.51 | $77,821.00 
| | — 
" shar | f 441, 447. 40 
Te EPRI SIO cine er i caxcendaceconccubheccnent Oct. 13, 1936 (order)...| 5, 873.15 1 21,600.00 
Sh sti) cite sit cteleltl lon ental tintin sh eehaabpglcn codeadealehebeamase ddppw an edentcs Ge 
Thorne Ranch (including grazing rights under Taylor | Aug. 4, 1948........_.- | 278, 29 | 2, 500. 00 
Grazing Act). | | 
EE EE, RE OE a (Retest rag cise ciliata ieesieiasia sealed ee 
CONS NOUNS co ban ioe dcki bewccanewubccdclsciac’ Sie | Oct. 10, 1942......22... 160.00 | 2, 600. 00 
Elba Justice (exchange) ...........-......... staal cie ia US A) 40.00 | 31,669.72 
, ot al \f 1 27, 788. 84 
Bes is each ee boi ai cn nbd ata conksslbuwrdiduddnchibeestdeckce 638. 21 { 23° 205. 05 
OT cangnuepy ha kpandnaitetitn stiplciiieinccmninananl |----n-nenennnnnnneeee ee Bg ie ee | 30, 993. 89 
j | —SESE 
| | i 
RD Na hb seth oi ick a shicnn wisi edpidacaddon | July 5, 1940.......-...- 160. 04 { 2 * eo 
a A it aaa A alk Khasi 5, 100. 00 
| | ————S——— 
} . os 4 2, 880. 
Gent Ee. Pump ysis Lui ised il iis cc css seded DP RONB Sei oe cobbs Jwatbeh 321. 40 K 21, rroape 
i _———————— 
Total......... Fa a cai ilimeaieadaa See Se eae | 4,330. 00 
NE BE SHU kee chiscaccnstnnesicneenseennnes Mar. 16, 1938.......- 1, 199, 82 i ‘ee a » 
a I i le iatdamasacel ae 
} =—=—= —————_] 
- lf 196 
Eva and D. R. Secley_...---.....-------2-2----+++----- May 26, 1039.........- 640.00 |{ 3 7950.00 
| \_———— 
<p aareRtae he i ah eae ee Fa gee a ee | 4, 250. 00 
: as |f } 32, 208. 68 
Walter R. Manihot sees ia wht IB hb OLB | 4,880.32 1) 23" 560.00 
ee eS ¢ Botello wheat trcmceedentie Tasik Mdipes _| 35, 768.68 
1 Land. 


2 Improvements. 
§ Equal value. 
4 Land; for 160 acres only. 
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EXHIBIT I—UINTAH AND Ouray Trise—Continued 





Grantor 





CEE FE - ics dn edtnnndgtubsdneatasesuiadiebdmiedsema 
PII, crancdenncddosudhccdnsentiadthaeiaddubae 
EE PIN. ins ccnniannnicdacn clause betikeddékaiaineeia 
NE ic annncncceemeniebeemseibbebbienndasban 
SA le TE wadnncodcduatuiieadessechuduboecsdenbaaa 
John C. Wilcox... 
I. C. Wileoz...... 
, re ee a ee fee ee ee See 
C. 8. Thompson 


Rdtitely TIOIATIN, 6 dines nidupudhacaktpniiabouskewuadeuberk 


I inka nnn ngiaitcieniesdtiebtetennmaghiaians damsel 
CRPGE GI TIBOEE BONG an oct conde cecntesepsnseduccans 
SE EE i nictinembdnwabanesaecbucgetebhocoeeraean 
SES eda cenchachaantbuepsscboechawccdtunbade 
Sarah P. Watkins. 
pS eee ee 

Bes Fs kcn dteccotcebecs 

Be AO adenedrskncbbehddhneanhuantiniensncdaahalen 
Bank of Vernal 
Chris Jensen 

D 


Exchange: 
OI iin: Ren 5 on tins amped adele 
We es hod oodtesicinbaviacehsabedaninae 
Ray D. Broadhead 
ea eee er at i Ee 
Clarence C. Wright 
Se I on acute 5a. cckuiewangannuaaaihedaeie 
Ilo Christensen -_....- Sih: ccdiincasah Adina oad mama 
Bert T. Coleman 
TTD ckdddavwicinchipbdtin oudsieediaaieds bein 
SONU Ws PAO p Wacondedbanguings hbbsdccibedebananhs 
Darrell Lambert 


PE Anda cena deahisseltbacascbtabeoadkiceeaakeia 

Lyle L. Young (exchange): 
Ree CO an ddetdacnket<cctagesnbaschoubsectubs 
RO OE BOE, cacddcdcscccbudéacbocchbulioascdses 
Clara and Sarah Winslow 
Elwood and Linda Carter 
Simmons family 











Date 





June 15, 1959.........- 
Det. 16, 1067.....-<50 
Dec. 6, 1937...--- aged 
ERT. BID os scneidiinin ed 





14, 781. 10 


46, 141. 14 





Acres Considera- 
tion 

160. 00 $3, 410. 00 
798. 76 4, 550. 00 
636. 40 3, 400. 00 
640. 00 3, 700. 00 
640. 02 4, 720. 00 
440. 41 9, 980. 00 
680. 00 4, 990. 00 
159. 91 800. 00 
400. 34 2, 301. 95 
638. 05 3, 381. 66 
640. 00 3, 392. 00 
640. 00 3, 520. 00 
640. 00 3, 500. 00 
200. 00 500. 00 
321. 00 2, 200. 00 

40. 00 1, 980. 00 

60. 00 1, 700. 00 

20. 00 400. 00 
320. 00 4, 800. 00 

25. 00 500. 00 
135. 00 2, 700. 00 





80. 00 
40. 00 
492. 04 
678. 20 
160. 00 





~~ 379, 082. 14 





5 See the following: 
14,781.10 tribal acres traded: 


Total si 


Above value exchanged for 13,498.28 acres. 
* Appraisal. 
7 Exchange value. 


30451—58——-55 


$25, 673. 49 
14, 821. 35 
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9. UNITED PUEBLOS 


Aut-Pursto Counc, 
Albuquerque, N. Mew., May 12, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator Murray: We enclose the information you desired on 
Tesuque Pueblo, which we hope will be sufficient. 

If you need it, we can send you a photostat plat of the pueblo show- 
ing the boundaries as surveyed in 1860. The plat shows 17,471.12 
acres within the grant, but a report on the Tesuque Pueblo land status 
issued in 1940 by the United Pueblos Agency shows a net Indian area 
of 16,708.86 acres, a difference of some 700 acres. We cannot explain 
the discrepancy. 

If there is any further information desired, please let us know. 

Sincerely, 
Marttn Viatn, Chairman. 





UNITED PUEBLOS TRIBES 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF 
InpIAN LANDS IN THE Last 10 YEaArs 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 
How many acres in trust? How many acres which the tribe had 
acquired in fee ? 

here were 16,708.86 acres. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in individ- 
ual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947 ¢ 

None. 

3. How many transactions, by which tribal or individually owned 
lands were disposed of (including the placing of unrestricted fee title 
in the hands of the owners by issuance of patents-in-fee, certificates 
of competency, etc.), were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 
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None. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

Questions 7 to 10 refer only to land not previously under Indian 
ownership. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 

None. 

8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

None. 

9. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. 

- None. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

None. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31,1957? How many acres held by the United States in trust? 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

There were 16,708 acres held in trust. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

None. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands (termi- 
nation acts, private acts directing the issuance of patents-in-fee, etc.). 
What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? Has the 
tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this subject? 
Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 

None, so far as known. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
lands, with particular reference to the following facets of the problem 
(not affected by this) : 

(a) Undivided interest owned by the tribe. 

(6) Undivided interest owned by non-Indians and alien 
Indians. 

(c) Undivided interest owned by minors on reservations which 
are under the Indian Reorganization Act. 

(d) Difficulty of reaching agreement among all heirs as to use 
or disposal of lands. 

(e) What use has been made of the Secretary’s authority to 
sell heirship lands when the owners have died intestate and have 
left minor or incompetent heirs? To what extent has the tribe 
been encouraged or permitted to buy such lands? 

None. 
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PART II—UNITED PUEBLOS TRIBES 


1. How much acreage and how many tracts have been sold that the 
tribe, individual Indian owners, or the Bureau have alleged were 
key tracts? 

None. 

2. How much acreage and how many of the tracts alleged by the 
tribes or individual Indian owners to be key tracts were determined 
by Bureau officials not to be key tracts ? 

None. 

3. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to the tribe or individual Indian owners? 

None. 

4. How much acreage and how many tracts alleged by the tribe to 
be key tracts were sold to non-Indians ? 

None. 

If there were sales of key tracts to non-Indians, discuss the effect 
that such sales have had on the use of Indian land remaining in Indian 
ownership. 

6. Discuss the extent to which key tracts which were in fee status 
have been acquired in trust or restricted status by individual Indians, 
or in trust or fee status by tribes. 


PART IlII—-UNITED PUEBLOS TRIBES 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, his annual 
salary, and the nature of his work. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose 
salary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary of such em- 
ployee, the amount of such salary paid by the tribe, and the nature 
of his work. 

8. Does the tribe have a regularly employed real-estate adviser or 
consultant to advice the council with regard to tribal real-estate 
activities ? 

No. 

4. Does the tribal organization have a real-estate committee with 
ee to approve tribal real estate activities ? 

Oo 


5. Does the tribal organiaztion have a real-estate committee which 
advises the tribal council with regard to tribal real-estate activities? 

No. 

6. To what extent has the tribe employed private consultants to 
study particular phases of its real-estate activities ? 

None. 

_ 7. Does the tribe have, or has it had, a tribal land enterprise or 

similar organization ? 

No. 
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8. Has the tribe or the area office been instructed to turn real-estate 
operations over to the Bureau? Please comment on the differences in 
effectiveness of Bureau and tribal operations. 

No real-estate operators. 


Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING OF 
UNRESTRICTHD FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEB STATUS—None 








10. UTE MOUNTAIN TRIBE 


Ure Mountain Ure Trier, 
Towaoe, Colo., May 28, 1958. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
United States Senate, Wash ington, D.C. 


My Dear Senator Murray: This is in reference to your April 17, 
1958, letter requesting certain historical and statistical data concern- 
ing land and land transactions of the Ute Mountain Tribe. 

In your covering letter you asked for an enumeration of all Federal 
land on each reservation which had been acquired from private owners 
since 1930 and requested certain information concerning this par- 
ticular type of land. Please be advised that the following lands have 
been acquired from private owners for the Ute Mountain Tribe: 

















Authority Number of| Acreage Date ac- 
tracts quired 
Act of Fane i Py WES TI ahndaccontagncaabativusadensins 1 280.00 | Mar. 25, 1940 
pptibdbbnttdhiitdddinabaadbbincntrin Gaoeecnecoreunehenes 2 800. 00 Do. 
Act - June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984). Funds appropriated under 
the acts of Jime 18, 1940 (54 Stat. 406) and June 28, 1941 (Public 
SAITO Donn is 1. ec cht oehedubdoduninicieoeda 2 720. 00 Feb, 4, 1942 
Act of June 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130) __- 1 640.00 | Mar. 11, 1940 
Act of J’ne 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130), and ‘act of June. 18, “1940 (Public 
Law 640, 76th Cong.)___-.--- 1 720.00 | Oct. 1, 1940 
Act = June 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130) 1 160.00 | Dee. 20, 1939 
ipl cis iis cs Mtns erp is sts in ita ai 1 320.00 | Mar, 26, 1940 
De i aes ek th tense Seema grins th aap ena, sks epeelsasacngeinnn eninis mending etal dt times ain 1 1, 280.00 | Jyne 12, 1940 
| RCE Se ee es Se ee as ee ee ee 1 321.95 | Oct. 31, 1939 
Act of Jne 25. 1938 (52 Stat. 1130), and act of June 18, 1940 (Public | | 
I eel ieaines 1 80.00 | Nov. 29, 1940 
Act of June 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130) 1 | 439.14 | Apr. 4, 1940 
Act of Jyne 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130), and act of June 18, "1940 (Public | 
iaw 000, 7th Cons.) j.5c-2 6255 owen ssees 1 640.00 | Aug. 15, 1940 
Act of June 25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1130) and act of June 18, 1940 (54 Stat. | 
EE Rite dhnn chek davowan white boshbncelodiebasebee 1 320.00 | Aug. 13, 1941 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984). act of June 18, 1940 (54 St at. 406). | 
Funds from act of Je 28, 1941 (Public Law 136, 77th Cong.) __- 1 720.00 | Feb. 4, 1942 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stot. 984). Funds from act of June 18, 1940 
Ce Ri GY SED CEE Saka ccncageunecnnconsdbosedeeonss 2 240.00 | Apr. 24, 1942 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) __...........-. atk Ldiathtedauda 1 80.00 | May 14, 1946 
oe a a awl mine nenidenae Meaicna wl * 7.75 | Aug. 19, 1946 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 ‘Stat. 984), and act of June 18, 1940 (54 Stat. 
I ra lah nd ac ek a TN Sa 1 320.00 | July 28, 1944 


All of the above acquisitions were made in order to consolidate the 
Indian land base to make it more usable for grazing purposes with 
the exception of one tract (indicated by an asterisk) which was ac- 
| sage as a business site. The above areas are being used at this time 

or grazing and the latter business site has a trading post located 
thereon from which the tribe receives rent. 

There are 46 tribal employees at the Ute Mountain jurisdiction 
of which 1 devotes full time and 1 person devotes one-half of her time 
to real-estate activities. 
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Prior to 1950 the tribe did not participate to any great extent in 
acquisition and disposal activities. However, interest expressed since 
that time in oil and gas leases and resultant tribal income from such 
leases has caused the tribal council to become actively aware of op- 
portunities for bettering their social and economic welfare. These 
leases have also returned revenues in a sufficient amount to permit 
improving of the Indian land with resultant increase in revenue. 
The Ute Mountain Tribe has a total of 111 oil and gas leases involving 
236,658.34 acres and also 10 leases involving 20,480 acres which are 
joint leases with the Ute Mountain and Navajo Tribes in an area of 
land dispute. 

As requested in your letter we are herewith submitting an original 
and 1 copy of each of the 2 foregoing reports. If we can be of fur- 
ther service, please advise. The above information was compiled 
from Bureau of Indian Affairs files. 

Sincerely yours, 
Apert WING, 
Chairman, Ute Mountain T'ribal Council. 





UTE MOUNTAIN TRIBE 





ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE DisposiTION AND ACQUISITION OF 
Inp1an Lanps IN THE Last 10 Years 


PART I 


As to tribal and individually owned trust or restricted land: 

1. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on July 1, 1947? 

There were 552,997.81 acres. 

ty many acres in trust ? 

£ . 

— many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee? 

Vone. 

2. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership of July 1, 1947? 

There were 10,411.90 acres. 

3. How many transactions and acreage by which tribal or indi- 
vidually owned lands were disposed of * * *, were consummated dur- 
ing each fiscal year since July 1, 1947? 








Number 
Fiscal year of trans- | Acreage Type of transaction 
actions | 
a a al cele 1 | 160 Purchased from individual Indians and 
— by the tribe—title in trust. 
itch caress ecstatic le ii aiallaiidil 8 920. 44 0. 
Piltianccacupasetnstanasennenunekecneta t | 520 Do. 





4. How many acres were so disposed of or removed from Bureau 
jurisdiction during each fiscal year since July 1, 1947 ? 

See answer to question 3 above. None of the acres were removed 
from Bureau jurisdiction. 
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5. Give the numbers of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 3 above, broken down by the type of transac- 
tion. 

See answer to question 3 above. 

6. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 4 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See answer to question 3 above. 

7. How many transactions, by which tribal or individual Indian 
lands were acquired, were consummated during each fiscal year since 
July 1, 1947? 


Number of 


Fiscal year transac- Acreage Type of transaction 
tions 

WINE csc cdcesds 4 640 Allotments to individual Indians, act of Feb. 8, 1887 (24 Stat. 388) 
as amended. 

icici cimschonsieties 4 7, 855 Fee land purchased from private individuals by the tribe, title 
taken in fee. 

1056 5: nancent 3 750, 85 Do. 

PON ucetactcest 1 15, 565. 89 Do. 


8. How many acres were so acquired during each calendar year 
since July 1, 1947? 

See answer to question 7 above. Acreage given on a fiscal year 
basis. 

9. Give the number of transactions for each year which will be 
shown in answer to No. 7 above, broken down by the type of trans- 
action. 

See answer to 7 above. 

10. Give the acreages for each year which will be shown in answer 
to No. 8 above, broken down by the type of transaction. 

See answer to 7 above. 

11. How many acres were there in tribal ownership on December 
31, 1957? 

There were 577,169.55 acres. 

How many acres held by the United States in trust ? 

There were 552,997.81 acres. 

How many acres which the tribe had acquired in fee ? 

There were 24,171.74 acres. 

12. How many acres of trust or restricted land were there in indi- 
vidual Indian ownership on December 31, 1957 ? 

There were 9,460.56 acres. 

13. Cite and discuss briefly any special acts of Congress which 
have affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian lands. 

Acquisition of lands were made under the Indian Reorganization 
Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) supra; the act of June 25, 1938 
(52 Stat. 1130), which provides for the Ute Mountain Tribe to pur- 
chase land and improvements in fee and revert to trust; and the act 
of August 12, 1953 (67 Stat. 540), which provides for purchase of 
fee land by the Ute Mountain Tribe and remain in fee. 

What study is being made of the cause and effect of sales? 

No special study has been made of the cause and effect of sales. The 
tribe has sold no land and is more interested in purchasing. 

“Has the tribal council passed or considered any resolutions on this 
subject? Please elaborate and include any resolutions approved. 
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The tribal council has not passed any general resolutions covering 
the acquisition of land. Each transaction is approved by the tribal 
council in the form of resolutions for each individual case. 

14. Discuss to what extent, if any, the heirship, or multiple owner- 
ship, problem has affected the acquisition and disposal of Indian 
——a—”- 

The heirship and multiple-ownership problem at this jurisdiction 
has not as yet presented any great amount of difficulty. 


PART II—-UTE MOUNTAIN TRIBE 


In answer to part IT it is my opinion that there has not been any 
key tracts of land acquired or disposed of under the present land 
program. The tracts that have been acquired are what would be 
termed ordinary run-of-the-mill land of no particular value due to their 
location or otherwise. The land pattern at this jurisdiction does not 
consist of tribal areas within which there are alienated individual 
lands that would have an influence on the use made of tribal land 
surrounding such individual tracts. 


PART IDI-——UTE MOUNTAIN TRIBE 


1. Give the position of each tribal real-estate employee, annual sal- 
ary, and nature of work. 

One real property assistant, $4,440 per annum: Takes care of all 
real-estate transaction. 

One clerk, $3,000 per annum: Devotes approximately one-half time 
to real-estate activities doing clerical and stenographic work. 

2. Give the position of each agency real-estate employee whose sal- 
ary, in part or in full, is paid by the tribe, the salary, amount of salary 
paid by tribe, and nature of work. There are no agency employees 
assigned to the Ute Mountain Reservation to take care of real-estate 
activities. 

3. The tribe does not have a regularly employed real-estate adviser 
or consultant except that they do have a general tribal attorney who 
advises on the legal aspects of real-estate transactions. The real prop- 
erty assistant cited in question 1 above advises in connection with his 
work. 

4. The tribe has a subcommittee of the council that advises the coun- 
cil as to land proposed to be purchased. This committee only makes 
recommendations to the council. 

5. See answer to question 4 above. 
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6. The tribe has not employed any private consultants to study any 
of the particular phases of its real-estate activities. The tribe with 
the assistance of the Indian Bureau has completed a rehabilitation 
plan which provides for investment of its money received from settle- 
ment of a land claim, as well as current revenue received from oil and 
gas leases. 

7. There is no Tribal Land Enterprise on this reservation. 

8. Question 8 is not fully understood. The tribe and the Bureau 
work very closely in all matters involving real estate. The trustee- 
ship responsibility of the Government is recognized by the tribe and 
the Bureau. Every operation involving the surface or subsurface is 
thoroughly discussed with and approved by the tribal council before 
any action istaken. The same would be true in any matter involving 
acquisition or disposal of land. 
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Waker River Inpran REsErvATION, 
Schurz, Nev., June 14, 1958. 
Ilon. James E. Murray, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator Murray: The following is information requested by 
your questionnaire of April 17: 


PARTS I AND II-—WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE 


Walker River Indian Reservation, Nev.: Reservation established 
by Executive order, March 19, 1874. Lands allotted, 1905 and 1906. 


Present status of reservation 
Total area of reservation : 321,466.857 acres. 
9 


Acres 
es nn I li sda stbetsinc nencmenten val eocheiditiennieenaties widen 311, 805 .39 
See) aD UO cite: a casera ie cliplersnamaberebalabianceenenan 8, 648. 107 
3. Government-owned land (reservoir site) _......--______________ 811. 36 
4. Patents-in-fee: 
ses ar batenie 40 
he etc eect esi besitos elie 162 
—— 202 
the ahh ih hal dpc nee as ic gelesen ad teimtenm egisiniohonabnwte 321, 466. 857 


Explanations 

1. The unallotted lands are grazing lands. 

There were 1,680 acres of above 8,648.107 acres in clear-title 
trust land. The balance of 6,968.107 acres is in heirship status. 

3. The Government-owned lands were purchased in 1932 and 1933 
from allottees for a reservoir site. The land was nonagricultural. 

4. The above patented land is a remainder of lands issued in 1924 to 
mixed-blood Indians under certificates of competency. Of a large 
number of patents originally issued, a number of the patents were 
later turned back to trust status because the recipients were not com- 
petent, leaving the present balance of 202 acres of patented land, of 
which 40 acres are still Indian owned because the land is wasteland. 
Otherwise, it would have also passed into ownership of non-Indians. 
A few years ago, some patents were requested by members of the tribe, 
but this tribe vigorously protested because the requests were made for 
the sole purpose of selling to non-Indians, and so no patents have been 
issued since 1924. 
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Very little land transactions between our Indians have been made 
within the last 10 years, because the Indian Bureau refuses to appraise 
the lands and approve land transactions. Therefore, each day, more 
lands fall into heirship status and out of production and more In- 
dians go on relief. Because of the fractionated-heirship status of the 
lands, it is difficult to use, sell, or exchange the lands even within the 
families or within the tribe. Furthermore, many estates have never 
been probated. This answers parts I and II of your questionnaire. 


PART TI—-WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE 


The tribe has not assumed any responsibility for real-estate activi- 
ties because of the complicated heirship status of the lands. In 1949, 
the tribe asked for a loan of $100,000 From the Indian Bureau to use 
in the purchase of heirship lands and to promote exchanges, and asked 
that after the transactions the lands be leveled, improved, and sub- 
jugated. The Indian Bureau made no reply, but 4 years ago, without 
warning, came in and spent in excess of $80,000 leveling heirshi 
lands. The leveled lands are still lying idle and grown back to brush, 
and the wind has leveled the ditches with loose soil, but the $80,000 
has gone as a lien against all irrigable lands on the reservation. In 
fairness to the Bureau, it must be reported that 130 acres out of the 
vast acreage leveled is being used by the Indians. The exact total acre- 
age leveled is not available. All records are at the Nevada Indian 
Agency. 

Immediately after the lands were leveled, an appraisal committee 
composed of an agency employee, the county extension agent (Nevada 
State Extension Division), and a member of the tribe went over the 
reservation and classified and appraised the land in accordance with 
non-Indian-owned land values in neighboring communities, but the 
Indian Bureau officials rejected the classifications and appraisals as 
too low and out of line. We Indians thought the appraisals too high. 
Therefore, no land transactions have been made, but the Nevada 
Agency keeps a realty officer on the payroll. This reservation is 1 of 
the 2 allotted agricultural reservations in Nevada. 

The Walker River Tribe has no employee of any type, but, out of 
its meager earnings, contributes $20 per month as its pro rata share 
toward the salary of a clerk at the Nevada Agency. This clerk han- 
dies the clerical work for a number of other reservations under the 
Nevada Agency. For our $20 per month we get a trial balance of our 
revolving credit loan account, which fund has been abolished, but has 
two remaining accounts, one of which is delinquent and which the 
agency has never taken the steps to collect, and the other on which 
payments are made twice a year. 
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Because the welfare and progress of every and any group of people 
depend upon its resources and industry, the No. 1 project for the Wal- 
ker River Reservation should, therefore, be untangling of the heirship 
lands through sales, purchases, and exchanges between members of the 
tribe. The backbone of our economy is our lands. 

Sincerely yours, 


WALTER VOORHEES, 
Secretary, Walker River Paiute Tribe. 


Individually owned land 


DISPOSALS—REMOVAL FROM INDIAN BUREAU JURISDICTION BY PLACING OF 
UNRESTRICTED FEE SIMPLE TITLE IN OWNERS—None 


DISPOSALS TO TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—Less than 200 acres have been 
sold between 1948 and 1958 because the Indian Bureau refuses to appraise the lands and 


approve sales 
DISPOSALS TO FEE STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM TRUST OR RESTRICTED STATUS—None 
ACQUISITIONS FROM FEE STATUS—None 
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